MEMORANDUM
TO:

Historic Preservation Commission Members

FROM:

Rodney S. Rhodes, Senior Planner

DATE:

August 23, 2019

SUBJECT:

August 27, 2019 HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION MEETING

The Staunton Historic Preservation Commission will hold its regular meeting on Tuesday, August
27, 2019 at 5:30 p.m., in City Council Chambers on the first floor of City Hall, 116 West Beverley
Street. If you cannot attend this meeting, please call the Community Development Office by
NOON on Monday, August 26, 2019 so we may be sure we have a quorum prior to the meeting. Our
phone number is 332-3862. The field trip for this meeting will be held on Monday, August 26, 2019
at 12:00 noon; please meet at 410 Locust Street.
===========================================================================
AGENDA
1. Call to Order

_______________________

2. Welcome New Commission Member

_______________________

3. Election of Officers

_______________________

4. Moment of Silence

_______________________

5. Historic Preamble

_______________________

6. Approval of July 23, 2019 Meeting Minutes

_______________________

7. Approval of August 13, 2019 Meeting Minutes

_______________________

8. New Business
a. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Edward Pickett
410 Locust Street
Replace Transite Roof

_______________________

b. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Mandy Goodson
310 Vine Street
Replace Walkway

_______________________

c. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Page Nelson
509 N. New Street
Request of an Extension of COA

_______________________

9. Old Business
a. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Francis Crittenden/Power Home Solar
208 N. Market Street
Install Solar Panels on Roof

_______________________

10. Other Business

________________________

11. Adjournment

________________________
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STAUNTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
July 23, 2019
5:30 p.m.
Council Chambers

PRESENT:

Deneen Brannock, Vice Chair
Alexander Avery
Michael Brown
Dennis Blanton

ABSENT :

David Brown, Chair

ALSO PRESENT:

Rodney S. Rhodes, Senior Planner
Linda Nesselrodt, Zoning Technician
Frank Strassler, Historic Staunton Foundation
Terry Holmes, Council Liaison
Suzanne F. Simmons, Clerk of Council

Ms. Brannock opened the meeting at 5:30 p.m.
MOMENT OF SILENCE
A moment of silence was observed. Ms. Brannock then read the preamble of the Historic
Preservation Commission.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Mr. Blanton moved to approve the minutes of the June 25, 2019 Meeting as presented. The motion
was seconded and carried at 4-0.
NEW BUSINESS
a.

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Lori West
229 N. Madison Street
Request to amend COA for Porch Railing

Lori West, 229 N. Madison Street, stated she is requesting the addition of decorative elements to
the steps and handrail.
Ms. Brannock stated the Commission viewed the proposed railing on their field trip.
Mr. Brown asked if this request was in response to building code requirements for railing height
and had to be closed off underneath the railing.
Ms. West stated she was proposing 3” between and would also require an unobstructed top rail
of 1.5”.
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Mr. Brown asked if she had considered installing wood railing. She stated there was originally a
metal railing, but she preferred metal railing and adding the decorative pieces. Ms. West showed
additional pictures to Commission members of her proposal.
Ms. Brannock asked Ms. West if she had reviewed the HSF recommendation for the material
choices and recommendations. Ms. West stated she had not.
Ms. Brannock stated, since the field trip, her biggest concern is Ms. West is proposing to
introduce an interior material element, basically a radiator cover, as a step decorative railing.
Ms. Brannock stated the Commission needed to base their review on the design guidelines and
what is outlined as being appropriate for repairing missing or damaged elements. Ms. Brannock
stated that material did not comply with the guidelines and explained that it was not in keeping
with the character of that type of house in the neighborhood.
Ms. West asked if a compromise could be made in this situation. Ms. Brannock explained the
guidelines.
Ms. Nesselrodt stated staff had met on site with the Building Inspector and explained that this
was not a repair and that materials had been completely removed thus new materials need to
meet the building code requirements.
Mr. Avery stated code compliance was not the Commission’s purview. He stated the
Commission’s purview is the guidelines for historic districts. Mr. Avery stated the materials
need to be in keeping with the house and that it cannot be a replication of a historic railing
because it is unknown what materials were there prior to the concrete and metal. He noted the
proposed materials are too out of character for what would be an exterior railing of a house of
that type.
Discussion ensued on guidelines regarding materials and design for the existing house.
Mr. Blanton stated that the Commission might recommend that Ms. West reconsider her design
with the historic character of the house in mind.
Ms. Nesselrodt stated this was a property maintenance issue and is being handled by the court.
Ms. Brannock explained a wood railing would be appropriate, but the construction of it would
need to be in keeping with the character of the historic district.
Discussion ensued regarding the applicant to consider other proposed options that would be
appropriate. Ms. West stated she would be held in contempt of court if a code compliant railing
wasn’t installed by August 14, 2019.
Ms. Brannock stated the Commission’s options were to either deny the request made by the
applicant, if the Commission so chooses, or the applicant could agree to come back in August
with a prosed design. Ms. West stated she would appeal to City Council.
HSF Recommendation – HSF recommends the COA for the addition of decorative details as
proposed be denied. The guidelines clearly note:
“2. Repair and replace damaged elements of porches by matching the materials, methods of
construction, and details of the existing original fabric.”
and
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Inappropriate Treatments:
2. Avoid removing original decorative elements or adding incompatible new decorative
elements.
The proposed decorative elements do not reflect the architectural character of the building or
neighborhood.
Mr. Brown moved that the Certificate of Appropriateness for the hand rail as submitted be denied.
Ms. Brannock stated she would urge the applicant to speak with Mr. Strassler about a possible
design.
The motion was properly seconded and carried at 4-0.
b.

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
John Rorrer / City of Staunton
102 W. Beverley Street
Mural

Ms. Brannock stated she would need to recuse herself as she served on the citizen’s committee for
review of the project. She then left the dais.
John Rorrer, owner of the property, was present along with Katie Campbell, City of Staunton
employee in the Tourism Department.
Ms. Campbell stated the Tourism Department had recently received a $10,000 grant through the
Virginia Tourism Corporation. She noted the funds could be used in any way and that no matching
City funds were required. She stated the Tourism Department presented the idea of a mural to the
Tourism Advisory Board and then a selection committee was formed.
Ms. Campbell explained parameter requirements of the grant to be used by the City. She noted
the project must be completed by the end of the calendar year. Ms. Campbell stated Mr. Rorrer
was then contacted to ask for permission to use his property as the site of the mural.
Mr. Brown stated there is some deterioration of the stucco and asked if there was any plan to do
any repairs of that before the mural is done.
Mr. Rorrer stated when the mural is done, the deterioration will not be seen. He stated whatever
is necessary to make it right would be done.
Mr. Brown stated there is some existing white conduit and dryer vents and asked what the plan
was for those elements.
Mr. Rorrer stated the dryer vents are required by code and any damaged or missing ones would be
replaced. He stated the conduit is actually a drain from the air conditioners for the second-floor
apartments and would need to remain in place. Mr. Rorrer stated these would be painted over to
blend in with the mural.
Mr. Brown stated “art is art” and noted it is hard to make changes, but questioned if it were possible
to make the size of the birds and wording in the image smaller.
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Ms. Campbell stated they could ask the artist if it were possible to scale down the size.
Mr. Rorrer stated when the present mural was painted in 1981, it was not historical then and that
the new mural would follow under the same vote. He stated, in his view, this submission was what
was presented and that it should be either voted for or against.
Mr. Brown stated that was fair.
Mr. Blanton asked why this building was chosen for the mural over others that have large
expansive blank spaces.
Ms. Campbell stated this building was chosen as it’s highly visible and is located in the heart of
downtown. She noted another consideration was safety. Ms. Campbell stated the mural is
designed to be experiential and to encourage citizens to pose with the artwork. She noted the
proposed location has a wide sidewalk. Ms. Campbell stated it is hoped that the placement of the
mural will encourage people to further continue to explore downtown and would inspire other
public art initiatives that would continue to revitalize the downtown area.
Mr. Blanton stated in the business of historic preservation there’s a concept of historical viewsheds
and the consideration of trying to respect the historic landscape and the perspective on that. He
stated the Commission might want to explore the issue of viewsheds and how other murals might
impact vistas within the city that are equally appreciated by the citizens and merchants.
Mr. Avery stated he felt it was a fair discussion as to whether this is an advertisement for tourism.
Mr. Rorrer stated he found no guidelines 8 years ago on the erasure of a mural or the reintroduction
of a new mural. He questioned what the proper channels would be or if there is an ordinance
regulating the placing of murals in a historic district. He stated he was again encouraging the City
to establish guidelines on murals.
Mr. Avery stated the Commission only enforces the rules, but the guidelines for the historic district
has been given to them by City Council.
Mr. Blanton stated he felt the City might be underselling the historical significance of the current
mural. He noted it did not meet the 50-year threshold, but felt it is in its own right an iconic mural
in Staunton. He noted the artist had gone on to establish himself as an outdoor artist of some
repute. He noted his comment was not intended to challenge the mural, but was a comment
intended to encourage a new mitigation effort simply to document the current mural before it’s
painted over.
Ms. Brannock stated she wanted to offer some comments. She noted she had served on the
committee and that this particular applicant had submitted two designs. She noted the vote was
not unanimous, but it was agreed upon that the committee would approach the applicant and ask
for some modifications. Ms. Brannock stated scaling the size down would actually better
accommodate people taking pictures. She noted she felt the artist would be amenable to
modifications and a month’s time should allow for that to be done.
Ms. Brannock stated Mr. Strassler had noted the front brick pier should be retained as brick and
not painted as part of the mural. She noted there is also a brick pier at the south end of the building.
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Ms. Brannock stated these two elements should actually be incorporated and shown in scaling
down the mural. She stated from a Commission standpoint that is important to maintain the
integrity of the “framework” of the actual building.
Mr. Brown stated the Commission also discussed aligning the bottom control joint to keep the
mural off of the sidewalk to help prevent deterioration and preserve the mural.
Ms. Brannock stated she felt it was important to have her comments on record. She acknowledged
the current mural is not historic, but it had gained fondness within the city as being the first large
installation of public art. She stated documenting that mural would be wonderful. She referred to
a historic marker on the corner of the building and perhaps a similar type marker below it would
be appropriate.
Mr. Holmes asked about the mural at the underpass.
Ms. Nesselrodt stated that mural is not located in a historic district and only needed to be reviewed
by City staff. She stated staff had determined the proposed mural is not considered signage.
Ms. Campbell stated the proposed language is to encourage people to take photographs.
Mr. Brown asked if Ms. Campbell would consider returning in a month with the revisions
mentioned.
Mr. Rorrer stated he felt the revisions were possible. Ms. Campbell asked if the modifications
could be made, but still continue to move the project forward as the project is under a timeline.
Mr. Brown stated the part regarding the framing could easily be put in the form of a motion. As
far as the size, he stated that was hard as you wanted the artist to make the judgment as to what
was appropriate and only give them a general suggestion. Mr. Brown stated the Commission
would be expressing an opinion on that suggestion and then leave it to the artist on how to
implement that or it it’s possible.
Ms. Nesselrodt suggested perhaps the Commission could approve the mountains and the framing
and then approach the artist regarding the suggested modifications to the size of the birds and the
banner.
Mr. Avery questioned if specifying the brick columns on either end need to be retained, if that’s
already calling for a reduction in scale; therefore, would incorporate restructuring / rescaling of
the elements if possible.
Ms. Nesselrodt stated as far as the tourism aspect and having citizens taking photographs with the
mural in the background, downsizing the mural would be something to address.
Discussion ensued regarding the timeline for the suggested modifications and a possible motion.
HSF Recommendation – HSF recommends further review of the significance of the existing
mural or public art and the appropriateness of the large-scale contemporary installation in the
historic districts.
The Commission may want to discuss if the verbiage and logos provided with the proposed
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mural is an advertisement for Tourism and requires review as signage.
The proposed scale of the mural appears to overwhelm the building. The full coverage of the
east façade without any visual framing tends to dominate the architecture.
Architectural characteristics of the district include many elements outlined in the design
guidelines such as the scale, rhythm, massing, and relationship of buildings, proportional
division of building and storefront elements as well as the textures and qualities of brick, stone,
metal, glass, and wood. How does the mural relate to those surrounding elements?
Mr. Avery moved that the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved for a mural in that location
as long as the brick elements on either end of the building are preserved. Also raise the mural up
to the very lowest control joint above the sidewalk.
The motion was properly seconded and carried at 3-0.
Ms. Brannock returned to the dais.
c.

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
David Spitzer / Robert Baber, Baber Enterprises
508 W. Beverley Street
Roof Replacement

Shawn Baber, representing Baber Enterprises, stated the owner is proposing to replace the asphalt
shingle roof with a metal roof that would be more historically accurate.
Mr. Avery asked if it the proposed roof is painted metal.
Mr. Baber stated it is a pre-finished painted roof. He stated it would be forest green in color.
Ms. Brannock asked Mr. Baber to describe the fastening joints. Mr. Baber stated it is a 180-degree,
double lock mechanical seam. He noted the material is thicker, pre-finished, and has a shop
coating on the back.
Mr. Brown asked if there were caps at the ridges. Mr. Baber stated there were no caps at the ridges.
Ms. Brannock stated standing seam metal is an appropriate material for roofs throughout the
historic districts.
HSF Recommendation – HSF recommends the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved as
proposed to install a standing seam metal roof.
The 1929 and 1949 Sanborn Insurance Maps indicate this house had a standing seam metal roof.
J. Roof
1. Retain original or historic roof materials, such as slate, standing-seam metal, or metal
shingles, particularly when they are highly visible character-defining elements of the building.
4. Repair of roof materials and elements should be made in kind with materials that duplicate the
original materials.
5. Replace roof coverings when necessary by using new material that matches the original roof
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covering as closely as possible in composition, size, shape, color, and texture.
10. Do not replace a deteriorated historic roof with a material that does not have the same visual
qualities as the original. For example, some current pre-coated metal roofs are designed for new
industrial buildings with wide V-shaped snap lock seams. This type of installation does not
replicate a historic standing-seam roof that has a thin raised seam at the joints created by
mechanically or hand-folding and locking the seam.
11. Do not replace slate roofs if the material is not deteriorating. Leaks in slate roofs usually are
due to the deterioration of associated flashing and fasteners or due to wood deterioration
surrounding hidden gutters or cornices.
Mr. Brown moved the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved as proposed to install a
standing seam metal roof.
The new roof will not incorporate ridge vents or caps along the hip ridges. The roof will utilize
a 1” folded seam. The seam should appear as a closed, locked, and folded seam.
The motion was properly seconded and carried at 4-0.
d.

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Beverley Hotel LLC / Jerry Austin
104 S. New Street
Amend COA to Add Exterior Doors / Lighting

Jerry Austin, project manager for 104 S. New Street, stated as an oversight he failed to include in
his original request were the entrance doors to the building and the lights. He presented two
samples of lights to Commission members. One sample was a full cutoff pointing downward and
being modern in appearance.
Ms. Brannock questioned where the lights would be installed.
Mr. Austin stated the lights would be installed at each door for a total of 4 lights.
Mr. Strassler explained lighting options for public safety in a historic district and demonstrated the
difference in the two samples provided by Mr. Austin.
Ms. Brannock referred to the installed doors and that they looked similar to what was originally
installed.
HSF Recommendation: HSF recommends the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved for
the installed doors. The doors appear to match those documented in historic photos of the
hotel. The light fixtures flanking the entry are being installed in the location of older light
fixtures.
The light fixtures should follow the guidelines and be designed to provide full cutoff. This
will illuminate the walking surface of the entry without glaring into the eyes of pedestrians.
4. Use fixtures that are compatible with the character of the historic building and the
surrounding area.
5. Choose full cut-off fixtures whose light levels provide for adequate safety, but do not spill
over onto neighboring properties. Existing porch lights or lit storefronts often are sufficient.
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8. Building façade lighting is not recommended when storefronts can be lit. If storefronts are
not part of the façade, entry lighting and/or full cut-off shielded fixtures may be considered to
provide safe lighting for customers.
The building is undergoing rehabilitation and adaptive reuse for apartments and is being
reviewed through the Virginia Department of Historic Resources as a Historic Tax Credit
project.
Mr. Blanton moved the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved. The light fixtures will
follow the guidelines and be designed to provide full cutoff. Mr. Blanton stated the Commission
encouraged the applicant to utilize the second of the options – the smaller, more sleek, modern
option.
The motion was properly seconded and carried at 4-0.
e.

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Francis T. Crittenden
Bryan D. Law, Power Home Solar
208 N. Market Street
Install Solar Panels on Roof

Jarrad Wisherd, representative for Power Home Solar, stated the proposal is to install 11 solar
panels on the south facing slope at 208 N. Market Street.
Ms. Brannock asked Mr. Wisherd if he was familiar with the historic guidelines.
Mr. Wisherd stated he had reviewed them. He noted, to the best of his knowledge, anything that
is approved to be added cannot structurally damage or harm in any way the historical significance
of the house. He stated the fasteners that would be used do not pierce the roof at all. Mr. Wisherd
stated it is a standing seam roof and the clips go over the edges and fasten to the sides. He noted
the clips could be removed without leaving marks.
Ms. Brannock stated, after the Commission’s field trip, visibility is the biggest concern. She noted
this is one of the primary guidelines that the Commission reviews as well as alterations or
modifications to historic properties.
Mr. Brown stated he felt the guidelines constrained them due to the visibility issues.
Ms. Brannock stated in the past, the Commission has been amenable to installation of solar panels,
but in those cases, they have to not be primarily visible from a primary street. She noted on Market
Street they are highly visible on that south side of the building.
Mr. Wisherd stated on review of the property, essentially the only location the panels would be
visible from would be going up the south side of the property. He noted from the front and north
sides of the house they are not visible.
Ms. Brannock stated the Commission takes into consideration all of that.
Ms. Brannock asked if the panels could be installed on the back, west facing slope.
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Mr. Wisherd stated the panels would need to be installed on the south most facing slope due to
sun exposure and to achieve maximum efficiency.
Mr. Holmes asked if the panels would be the same color as the roof.
Mr. Wisherd stated the homeowner is also having the roof replaced and did not know if the color
would change from the current roof. He noted the solar panels are black.
Mr. Strassler stated one of the challenges and to follow the guidelines is to have solar panels remain
minimally visible. He noted in this situation and there is a full view of the roof from Market Street.
Mr. Strassler stated from his estimation from the submitted drawings, there would be an increased
height of the roof between 4-6” above the roof and the panels would be highly visible. He noted
the panels had to fit within the architectural character of the districts.
Mr. Holmes asked if the new roof were to be black would that be a possibility.
Ms. Brannock stated that request would need to be brought back to the Commission.
Mr. Blanton stated that was the recommendation to reconsider the installation design and explore
ways to minimize the visibility.
Mr. Wisherd stated he’d asked the homeowner if changing roof colors would be out of the question
and they said no. He noted that might be a viable option for making the panels less visible.
Mr. Blanton stated a model illustrating exactly what the installation would look like would need
to be seen.
Ms. Brannock stated the number of panels proposed was an issue with visibility as it consumes
half or more of the south slope of the roof. She noted possibly decreasing the number and moving
them further toward the back might be an option.
Mr. Wisherd stated the reason for that number of panels was due to their usage throughout the
year along with the power that each panel is able to produce. He noted there isn’t a way that the
panels could be shifted. He stated he could speak to the homeowners about a change in roof color.
Ms. Brannock stated the Commission would also need to know the height and how high up the
panels are sitting off the face of the roof. She noted Commission members are willing to look at
other options.
Mr. Brown stated the Commission also needed to worry about setting a precedent.
Ms. Brannock stated the client could return at the next meeting and bring a revised proposal. She
informed Mr. Wisherd that he could fill out a form to table the item.
HSF Recommendation: HSF recommends the approval of a COA if a physical demonstration
indicates that the installation meets the guidelines.
A. “should be placed in locations with limited or no visibility”.
B. “should be installed in a manner that limits their impact on historic materials and features of the
building”
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C. “should be compatible with the color of the existing roof in order to blend this new roof element with the
existing roof as much as possible.”

The roof top addition of solar panels can meet the guidelines if the installation has limited or no
visibility, therefore having minimal impact on the historic character. This proposal is to install
panels and associated hardware directly on the historic building. The application includes many
details but needs to clarify what the actual appearance will be from city streets.
It appears the installation will extend approximately between 4” - 6” above the standing seam roof.
The PV-3 drawings are not to scale as provided. When comparing the listed specifics with the
drawing, the individual components are not represented in scale with each other.
In order for the Commission to clearly understand the effect of the installation on the architectural
character, it is recommended that flagging tape or other indicator be attached to the roof at the
same size and height of the proposed solar panels. The Commission members will need to visit
the property before the meeting.
Being accurate with this demonstration is important so that all have a clear understanding of the
visual effects of the proposed installation.
Mr. Brown moved that the Commission table this request for a COA until August 27, 2019.
The motion was properly seconded and carried at 4-0.

f.

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Ronald Rammelkamp
325 Institute Street
Request of an Extension of COA

Mr. Rammelkamp was not present at the meeting.
Ms. Nesselrodt stated this was an extension of the COA.
Mr. Avery moved that the Commission grant an extension for one year so that the owner has
adequate time to replace the windows and conduct further work on submittal of the parking area.
The motion was properly seconded and carried at 4-0.

g.

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Laura & Asher Brand
208 E. Beverley Street
Modify Existing Rear Brick Wall / Add Gate

Asher Brand, 208 E. Beverley Street, stated they are requesting to install a new metal (wrought
iron, steel or aluminum) gate in the rear wall, centered between two piers. He noted the gated
entrances are small and the hardscaping inside the brick wall is deteriorating. He stated this will
require removal of a portion of the historic brick wall and replace it with an architecturally
appropriate metal gate.
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Mr. Blanton asked if the removed sections of the wall would be finished with the same sort of
construction.
Mr. Brand stated they intend to move the section between two piers and match the masonry.
Ms. Brannock asked where the opening would be on photographs submitted.
Mrs. Brand stated the left pier and section would be removed and then rebuild the finial on the left
side so that it matches.
Ms. Brannock asked what the width of the gate would be.
Mr. Brand stated it would be approximately 9’ feet wide and would probably be a double gate.
Mr. Brown asked if the gate would be the same as submitted in the application.
Mr. Brand stated it would be.
HSF Recommendation: HSF recommends the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved. The
proposed changes are located at the rear of the property, up an alley, but partially viewable from
Market Street.
The guidelines do no specially address widening an opening in a historic garden wall.
GUIDELINES:
1. Retain any existing historic fences and walls.
2. Repair existing historic fences and walls by salvaging original parts or materials for a prominent
location from a less prominent location when possible.
3. Replace deteriorated historic fences by matching the material, height, and detail of the existing
example. If this is not possible, use a simplified design of similar materials and height.
5. The design of new fences and walls should blend in with the materials and designs found in the
historic district and should generally reflect the era and style of the surrounding area. Commonly
used materials are brick and stone for walls and wood or metal for fences. Historic cast concrete
with screened aggregate finishes also is found in the historic districts and may be appropriate for
new walls if the color and finish match historic examples. Planted hedges are also used to define
edges of properties.
Mr. Brown moved the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved for a new double black metal
gate as proposed with the stipulation that it would be shifted to the left side as discussed. The
brick pier would be rebuilt as existing.
The proposed gate is compatible with the architectural character of the wall. The location of the
changes is minimally viewable from the street.
The motion was properly seconded and carried at 4-0.

h.

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
James Richerson
417 N. Market Street
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Construct a Fence
James Richerson, 417 N. Market Street, stated he is proposing to install a metal panel fencing
system in the back and side yard. He stated this is not a permanent fixture.
Mr. Brown asked if this would be set back from the lines with the back of the house.
Mr. Richerson stated he would go as close to that as possible, but noted there is a gas meter there.
HSF Recommendation: HSF recommends the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved based
upon the guidelines noted below.
Fence:
10. The structural members of any fence should face inward to the property being fenced. Fences
where the structural members are an integral part of an overall design, and where both sides of
the proposed fence are identical, are appropriate.
The design of new fences and walls should blend in with the materials and designs found in the
historic district and should generally reflect the era and style of the surrounding area. Commonly
used materials are brick and stone for walls and wood or metal for fences. Historic cast concrete
with screened aggregate finishes also is found in the historic districts and may be appropriate for
new walls if the color and finish match historic examples. Planted hedges are also used to define
edges of properties.
Mr. Blanton moved the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved for a new metal fence as
proposed.
The motion was properly seconded and carried at 4-0.
Ms. Nesselrodt explained the process and that a permit would be mailed to the applicant.
i.

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Russell & Rae Milbourn
204 Church Street
Amend COA to Add Parking, Move Walks, Install Fence

Russell Milbourn, 204 Church Street, stated they are proposing to amend the original COA to
install a permeable parking area, remove an older brick wall, and install a picket fence. He noted
they wanted to install a parking pad on the side of an existing garage building, remove a 6x6’ post
holding a downspout, move a sidewalk from the side of the garage down Federal Street to align
with the side entrance of the house, and add a similar picket fence on the back side of the house
from the proposed parking pad.
Ms. Brannock asked that Mr. Milbourn describe the materials proposed for the parking pad.
Mr. Milbourn stated it would need to be elevated 2-3’ due to the slope of the ground from the S.
Washington Street entrance. He noted that slope would be held in place with some boulders and
heavy landscaping. The base of the parking pad would be crusher run material compacted and the
top would be a tan crusher run as opposed to pea gravel. He noted it would be 100% permeable.
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Mr. Blanton asked Mr. Milbourn to describe his plan for the stone steps leading up from Federal
Street. Mr. Milbourn referred to a submitted photograph, but would be large slab types of stone.
Ms. Brannock asked if they had a more finished appearance or rustic look. Mr. Milbourn referred
to the photograph submitted.
HSF Recommendation: HSF recommends the approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness. The
proposed parking is similar to existing parking areas along South Washington Street. The
proposed gravel parking meets the following guidelines; however, screening from Washington
Street will not be possible and allow access.
5. Do no place paved parking pads in the front yard. All driveways for residential uses should
extend to at least the rear building line.
6. Parking areas should be screened in some manner so that the parking is not the dominant visual
feature of the property.
9. Ensure that any new paving material is compatible with the context of traditional materials found
on surrounding sites. Avoid large expanses of bright, lightly colored concrete or darkly colored
asphalt.
10. Asphalt paving should not be used for walks, curb cuts, or aprons.
13. Screen private parking areas with landscaped borders.
Relocating the brick walk incorporates a new walk into the site with matching materials.
Fence
3. Replace deteriorated historic fences by matching the material, height, and detail of the existing
example. If this is not possible, use a simplified design of similar materials and height.
8. Wood picket fences should be painted or stained with an opaque stain to complement the historic
character of the building and street.
Mr. Avery moved the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved as proposed. The parking and
walk meet the guidelines in terms of size, placement, and paving materials. The fence will replace
the previous picket fence with matching materials and design. The COA was approved to be
extended for one year.
The motion was properly seconded and carried at 4-0.

j.

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
William & Sally Walton / Michael C. Brown, Architect
207 Church Street
Amend COA for Side Addition

Mr. Michael Brown stated he would need to recuse himself as he is the architect on the project.
He then left the dais.
Mr. Brown stated the applicant has a previously approved COA for the project. He noted this was
a submission for a revision to the COA. Mr. Brown stated there is an existing side porch that the
corner would be filled in with an addition. He noted there is no longer a rear addition. Mr. Brown
stated they would reuse some of the existing windows.
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Ms. Brannock stated this was basically scaling down the original proposal using compatible,
acceptable materials, and reusing some windows.
Mr. Brown stated the metal roof would match the existing roof. He noted the only new window
is upstairs in an existing bathroom where the new roof will be slightly higher than the old roof
requiring a smaller window. He noted that bathroom window would be reused downstairs at the
new bathroom.
HSF Recommendation: HSF recommends no change from the June, 2017 recommendations.
Mr. Avery moved the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved as designed. The project meets
the guidelines – in terms of location, and it is “differentiated from the old while being compatible
with its massing, form, scale, directional expression, roof forms and materials, foundation,
fenestration, and materials”.
The motion was properly seconded and carried at 3-0.
Mr. Brown returned to the dais.
OLD BUSINESS
Mr. Rhodes stated he had no old business.
OTHER BUSINESS
Mr. Rhodes stated he had no additional business. He noted at the first meeting of the fiscal year
there would be election of officers and that would be conducted at the August 27, 2019 meeting.
ADJOURNMENT
The Vice Chair adjourned the meeting at 6:53 p.m.
___________________________
Suzanne F. Simmons
Clerk of Council
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STAUNTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
SPECIAL MEETING
August 13, 2019
12:00 p.m.
Council Chambers

PRESENT:

Deneen Brannock, Vice Chair
Alexander Avery
Michael Brown
Dennis Blanton

ABSENT :

David Brown, Chair

ALSO PRESENT:

Rodney S. Rhodes, Senior Planner
Linda Nesselrodt, Zoning Technician
Frank Strassler, Historic Staunton Foundation
Suzanne F. Simmons, Clerk of Council

Vice Chair Brannock opened the meeting at 12:00 p.m.
MOMENT OF SILENCE
A moment of silence was observed.
NEW BUSINESS
a.

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Anthony & Karen Smith
219 Church Street
Request an amendment to COA
Changes to East & North elevations
Porch, Deck, and Addition

Mr. Michael Brown recused himself as he is the architect for the project. He stepped down from
the dais.
Mr. Brown stated this is a simple resubmission with a couple of changes being made due to
Zoning and some other issues. He stated the south side is remaining almost exactly the same.
He noted the size of the deck on the east side is being reduced to conform with the approved
setbacks. On the north side, the addition is being reduced to a one-story addition and pulling it
back to the wall of the house on that side.
Ms. Brannock asked if all of the materials would remain the same.
Mr. Brown stated materials would remain the same including the solar panels on the south
addition.
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Mr. Avery moved that the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved as it’s written to scale back
the deck and keep the solar panels and all modifications as indicated in the drawings.
The motion was properly seconded and carried at 3-0.
Mr. Brown returned to the dais.
OTHER BUSINESS
Mr. Rhodes stated he had no additional business. He stated the Chair, Mr. David Brown, had
resigned and staff is looking into how to recognize Mr. Brown for his many years of service.
Mr. Rhodes stated election of officers would be held at the August 27, 2019 Historic
Preservation Commission meeting.
Mr. Rhodes stated the appeal of 103-105 Madison Place went to City Council on August 8, 2019.
He noted Council basically modified the COA to require the garage be moved back an additional
10 feet. He noted this was a compromise solution between the owner of the property the night
before the meeting and with the adjoining property owners actually during the meeting. Mr.
Rhodes noted Council approved all of the other proposals that HPC members had approved.
Mr. Blanton asked how many years Mr. David Brown had served as Chair. Discussion ensued
among members and staff regarding his many years of service and how to recognize his service.
Ms. Brannock thanked Mr. Strassler on his outline presentation at City Council’s meeting on
August 8, 2019 regarding the 103-105 Madison Place project. She thanked Mr. Rhodes as well.
ADJOURNMENT
The Vice Chair adjourned the meeting at 12:06 p.m.
___________________________
Suzanne F. Simmons
Clerk of Council
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STAUNTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
HSF Recommendation
August 21, 2019
Certificate of Appropriateness
Roof Replacement
410 Locust Street
Newtown Historic District
Existing Condition: Designed by William Collins in 1915 and potentially remodeled in 1924, this is a 1 ½ story, 4 bay
house. The house is a unique design, constructed of concrete products including block, cast elements, stucco, and
concrete asbestos shingles also known as Transite. The gambrel roof includes a shed dormer and end chimney. The
front porch includes paired, square wood columns supporting a flat roof. A section of the porch is open, surrounded
with a stucco masonry wall with concrete cap.
Proposed Work: Replace deteriorated concrete or Transite roofing.
Discussion:
The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation:
6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration requires
replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match the old in design, color, texture, and, where
possible, materials. Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by documentary and physical evidence.
9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic materials that
characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with the
massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment.
Please review the Staunton Historic District Guidelines:
https://www.ci.staunton.va.us/home/showdocument?id=1672
V. Guidelines for Existing Buildings – Elements J. Roof
5. Replace roof coverings when necessary by using new material that matches the original roof covering as
closely as possible in composition, size, shape, color, and texture.
Inappropriate Treatment:
8. Do not change the historic roof material to asphalt shingles or other non-historic materials if the original or a
close facsimile is available.

HSF Recommendation
HSF recommends the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved with design changes.
The concrete shingles (sometimes called Transite) found on 410 Locust Street exhibit a plain, low profile. Concrete
shingles do not specifically reproduce the look of the wood shake or slate or other natural building product. However,
they may be intended to appear as a flat clay tile.
The Transite concrete shingles are no longer available.
As outlined in the Staunton Historic District Guidelines:
V. Guidelines for Existing Buildings – Elements J. Roof
5. Replace roof coverings when necessary by using new material that matches the original roof covering as
closely as possible in composition, size, shape, color, and texture.
To achieve similar appearance, consider using a plain 3-tab composition shingle instead of the architectural “shake”
shingles. A similar product is the Certainteed XT™ 30 IR.
https://www.certainteed.com/residential-roofing/products/?f[0]=field_residential_roofing_style_:637

Sample Motion: I move for approval of the Certificate of Appropriateness for replacement of the concrete shingles with
composite shingles “that matches the original roof covering as closely as possible in composition, size, shape, color, and
texture.” The Transite concrete shingles are no longer available and a compatible substitute is proposed.
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6EdiNrcNr"
MPo-RTA-I\T,NoTE: The complete application must bG filed with the city of staunton,s
office of planning & Inspections no
hter than th€ first Tuesday ofthe month to be heard at thst month's Historic Pres€rvation
Commission Meeting. Applications
received aft€r the first Tuesday ofthe month will be heard 8t the next
month's meeting.
f

APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
City of Staunton, Virginia
*******tt***** ***** ***********************i**************************
Historic preservation Commission
l16 W. Beverley Street
Staunton, VA 24401
phone: (540) 332_3862 Faxr (S40)
332_3807

llo t-r,c** ST

Ncp ta^.a
Tax Map No:

AiilliTXl'"fflfu ge,.""^d prc.ke_ri
siw^Lu*

(fu--1 74n2t-:

Mailing Address

cnvtshtdz,p

PD BC

x

t38C,

Mailing address

{o)-r.i :-.{e.1 I
.",, elp;
"kette i c.lo.,d-co,'"(5

(Check the appropriate boxes-CHECK
ALL THAT
Exterior Change

Wall/Fence

Driveway/Parking Area
Signage

K

Other

&s r.ft

4_4

S,r'.rr e-

!inn

g+qu^+on,VA zLlLlez

pr'o".nr* r,r",u.,,

Representalive Agent(s)

Name

City/Stardzip
Phone/Fax Number:

Email:

Appl-y)

Addition

Relocation

Deck/Porch

Demolition

New Structure/Building

Grounds/Landscaping

Dumpster Screen

Other

Other

Other

lX",#.TfftrlffTl(i*Tl:f::,:j.,ll to represent me regarding rhis request for architectural

"n-s""
,Xffi,;:Til
3::::ffi:'J':ffi:i":',f:"?:::i1r':ii1j:._T"i#,ilfil"Tl'#iffi[T:"-11'l]:f""ffi1r"::

'e:J;;p;x

fenlTdrivewars,
llr.-'T:i::-""llHTTr##H::i::*'"'::il}::i'd;;'-:il"ffi[?fJ,"ft:lJff'"#J,""hand parkins areas shar expire r2 ,""in,
*.ii"'xlli"irrjii;ll"ri

SIGNATURE

DATE

*:t*:*****t

*)t*,tt)*)t,**,*,t*****,t'**:*t**+*******t*,t**,t,*,*,tr|t

*****,t********:*,tr***t.N*)t**,t*,***N:****:t,**rix*

PLEASE READ: Applicants are enmuraged to submit complete applications with sufficient information to enable a
clear understanding ofthe proposal by the Historic Preservation Commission members and staff. IncomDlete
applications that do not clearly communicate the proposed improvements or changes will be denied.
}.i.|t*'i*,l|'l.*!i'|t*'|t***'}*,||i**|*|**,tlt'|**|t]*'|t+**+***{!'t*ltl*1.:t*)t*,.'}l.|*'tt'li|i**ir'}**'|t't'},t|}*l|!*+**

FULL DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSAL:
loce a/
AS
thl

r o .(;n

(Each item submitted is to be INITIALED by the appri"rnt. fflou ."e
ofthe requested information, please indicate not applicable and explain in the spa-ce
provided why it is not necessary for this project)

n6liEiiiiiig.ny

sketch, drawing and/or elevations showing the proposed changes or improvements

Site plan or plat of property

t

!-

rnor"raphs showing property, work in question, and the area of the proposed

project

Gts

r.,'4',--.-71t *-;

Other (please list)

A<bt.fos rno(

ahal<n,<nt

A list of materials that identifies the type and quality of materials to
be used ln the
Proposed project
- Lof dr.t | ?a d La4dr4a./ fAo oz I

Twelve sets of a|l information and materiars for use by the
Historic preservation
Commission members and staff in the review of this r"equest (REeUIRED)
*****COA for signs only requires
two sets of inform;ti;;- ******
(Applicants may refer to typical submissions kept
at the Planning and Inspections Department of the
city of staunton on thc third-floo. oi city H"ll rocati at rro w. n""e.-r"iitreet
for
illustrations of how to present the required information)

AlA19,1t3O PM

Vision Government Solutions

Year Built:

19fi

Living Area:
R€placement Cost

1,680

r *

_ _,

_?:gi's

Building Photo

jlli"t*
Description

;

Exterior Wall

I

Exterior Wall 2

1

Stone Veneer

(http ://ima9es.v9si.com/photos/StauntonVAPhotos//\oo\00\29.

Building Layout

Structure
Cover

Interior Flr 2
.

Heat Fuel

code

D€scrlption

Arca

Area

BAS

First Floor

840

840

FUS

Finished Upper Story

840,

840

BSM

Basement

840

FOP

Open Porch

ioo
2,620

;

0

i

0

i

1,680

Fin Bsmt Qual
' Foundataon
;

9:': .'lp'

I

Attic TyPe

Cinderblock

,';;,,:';;
hltpt/gis.vgsi.com/stauntonva/Parcel.aspx?Pid=3607
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LANDMARK PRO

LANDMARK

SPECIFICATIONS

SPECIFICATIONS

- Two-piece laminated fiberglass-based construction
. Classic Shades and dimensional appearance of
natural wood or slate
. 25O lbs. per square
For

IJ.S.

building code compliance,

see

prcduct specification sheeb.

. Two-piece laminated fiberglass-based construction
. Classic shades and dimensional appearance of
natural wood or slate
. 229/235 lbs. per square
For IJ.s. building code compliance,

see

product specificatioh shee6.

CertainTeed products are tested to ensure the
highest quality and comply with the following
industry standards:

CertainTeed products are tested to ensure the
highest quality and comply with the following
industry standards:

Fire Resistance:

Fire Resistance:

.
.

UL Class A
UL certified

.
.

UL Class A
UL certified

to meet ASTM

D3O18 Tvpe

1

wind Reslstance:
. UL certified to meet ASTM D3Ol8 Type I
. ASTM D3161 Class F

wlnd Resistance:
. uL certified to meet ASTM
. ASTM D5161 class F

D3O18 Type

1

Tear Resistance:

Tear Resistance:
. UL certified to meet ASTM D3462
. CSA standard 4123.5

to meet ASTM D3Ol9 Type

1

. UL certified to meet ASTM D3462
. CSA standard A123.5
wind Driven Rain Resistance:
. Miami-Dade Product Control Acceptance:
Please reference www.certainteed.com to determine
approved products by manufacturing location.

Wind Driven Rain tlesistance:
. Miami-Dade Product Control Acceptance:
Please reference www.certainteed.com to determine
approved products by manufacturing location

Ouality Standa?ds:
. rcc-Es-EsR-1389 & ESR-3537

Ouality Standards:

Landma* Pro Silver Birch is an ENERGY STAR rated prcaluct ancl may
qualify for a fedehl tax credit.

Landmark sitver Birch is an ENERGY STAR 'ated product and may
gualify for a federal tax credit.

WARRANTY

WARRANTY

. Lifetime limited transferable warranty against
manufacturing defects on residential applications
. SO-year limited transferable warranty against
manufacturing defects on group-owned or
commercial applications
. 1s-year StreakFightero

algae-resistancewarranty 5'
. 1O-year Surestart'n protection
. is-year'l1O mph wind-resistance warranty
. Wind warranty upgrade to 13O mph available.
certainTeed starter and CertainTeed hip and
ridge required

See

actual werrantt/ for specific details and limitations.

.

rcc-Es-ESR-1389 & ESR-3537

. Lifetime Iimited transferable warranty against
manufacturing defects on residential applications

'

KFiG'

:?;:::1":lJg"fJ",jj?5^,, STRE
. 10-year Surestart'n protection
. ls-year 11O mph wind-resistance warranty
. Wind warranty upgrade to l3O mph available.
CertainTeed starter and CertainTeed hip and
ridge required
See

actual watanty for specifrc detalls and limitatlons.

Historic Staunton Foundation
20 South New Street
Staunton Virginia, 24401
www.historicstaunton.org

STAUNTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
HSF Recommendation
August 21, 2019
Certificate of Appropriateness
310 Vine Street
Replace Concrete entry walk
Gospel Hill Historic District

Existing Condition: Built in 1910, this is a Shingle and Colonial Revival style house. The roof includes a masonry
chimney and large central dormer. The dormer includes a returned cornice and Palladian window. The roof cornice
includes modillion blocks and dentil molding. Round end shingles cover the second floor walls, which rest upon first floor
brick masonry walls. Windows include double hung, wood sash with diamond-pane leaded glass. Dominating the facade
is a projecting two-story bay and a wide front porch with paired columns and classical cornices. The paired columns rest
upon brick masonry bases with wood balustrade between the bases.
The entry to the house leading from the sidewalk is a composition of concrete and stone elements. A stone retaining wall
with formed concrete cap lines the sidewalk and steps. The steps are formed concrete with a bull nose edge. The entry
walk leads to the porch steps, which are also made of formed granolithic concrete with a bull nose edge. The porch steps
include sidewalls of the same concrete, formed with bull nose and inset panels.
The walk leading to the house exhibits significant cracking and settlement.

Proposed Work:
Remove the concrete sidewalk and replace with antique bricks collected from the neighborhood.

Discussion:
The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation:
6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration requires
replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match the old in design, color, texture, and, where possible,
materials. Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by documentary and physical evidence.
9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic materials that characterize
the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale,
and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment.

Please review the Staunton Historic District Guidelines:
https://www.ci.staunton.va.us/home/showdocument?id=1672
See:
IV. Guidelines for Site Design & Elements A. Walkways, Driveways & Parking
7. Retain existing historic paving and edging materials used on walks and driveways such as brick, bluestone, slate,
limestone, and patterned concrete from earlier eras.
8. Repair damaged areas with materials that match the original paving in color, size, texture, and finish if possible.
9. Ensure that any new paving material is compatible with the context of traditional materials found on surrounding sites.
Avoid large expanses of bright, lightly colored concrete or darkly colored asphalt.
VI. Guidelines for Existing Buildings - Materials

Recommendation:
HSF recommends consideration be given to replacing the concrete sidewalk in-kind due to its relationship with the
composition of concrete architectural elements. Brick sidewalks are a desirable historic feature for many homes. Early 20th
Century construction materials commonly included concrete as exhibited by this house and many of the neighboring
properties. The sidewalk is in very poor condition.
The sidewalk and other concrete elements exhibit graded aggregate.

Sample motion:
I move the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved for replacement of the sidewalk with brick pavers if the concrete
cannot be repaired or replaced in-kind.
This motion is based upon the following guidelines:
IV. Guidelines for Site Design & Elements A. Walkways, Driveways & Parking
7. Retain existing historic paving and edging materials used on walks and driveways such as brick, bluestone, slate,
limestone, and patterned concrete from earlier eras.
8. Repair damaged areas with materials that match the original paving in color, size, texture, and finish if possible.
9. Ensure that any new paving material is compatible with the context of traditional materials found on surrounding sites.
Avoid large expanses of bright, lightly colored concrete or darkly colored asphalt.

LOCATION/OWNERSHIP

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
Account No.

376
Gos el Hill Lot A

Assesor's Map No.

-

Block & Lot

Mailing Address _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _....

Present Zoning

R-

Accessible to Public

N

Additional Surveys

Original Use _ _ _ _.......,............,..,,..............__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _-1

(see note on back

Date of Construction

PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION
No. of Bays
RoofType

on lst )'Jo. of Stories _
Hip with large

2 (3

__.._ _ _ _- - t

Date of Major Known Remodeling _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

PorchType _ _....._....._,...,.._.......,.__.....,,.........,,_.,.._....__......._.,_,......._...___ _ _ _- 1

Source of Date

Building Materials:

-------------------4
Architec t or Builder
----------- - - - ---t

Stucco
Other:

0

Shingles

Clapboards

liJ

0

Brick ~

Board & Batten

Stone

0

0

---------------------~

Notable Architectural Features: Leaded windows;
Date
5/76
Palladian window motifs; strong classi al
cornices
Photograph RoU No. 3661

Surveyed By__,..._,......__ __ _---1
Neg. No.

- 14
-------t

Significant Interior Details:

Unknown

Significant Outbuildings or Landscape Features:

None
Architectural Style
Characteristics [iJ
Greek Revival
Gothic Revival
Stick Style

0

0
0
0

lta ianate

D

Queen Anne

Shingle Style

0
D
D
IXJ

Colonial Revival

I[]

Beaux Arts

0
0

Chateauesque
Romanesque Revival

Vernacular

or

-------------------!

Other

,;.,-,..1-,..1-,..1 ~i-~~i~aN

~...~-~j FOUNDATION

11'...

_ox 2534

STAUNTON. VIRGINIA

l4401

ARCHITECTURAL INVENTORY

EVALUATION
Building Condition:

Alteration of Original Design:

Importance to Neighborhood:

Excellent

0

Good

~ (2)

None or Minor

[XJ (3)

Great

IX] (3)

Fair

0

(1)

Moderate

(2)

Moderate

0

(2)

Deteriorated

0

(O)

Considerable

0
0

( 1)

Minor

0

(1)

(3)

(3)

Incidence in Area:

Architectural Value:

Rare

0

Frequent

~ (1)

(2)

TOTAL PRESERVATION VALUE:

13

OLD MAP REFERENCES:
YEAR

PAGE

Associative Value:

Outstanding

0

(6)

National

Notable

[X] (4)

Regional

Worthy of Mention

0

Local

0
0
0

Unknown

[XJ (0)

Category:

A

0

(15-20)

OLD PHOTO REFERENCES:
USE

(2)

B

!Kl

(11-14)

c 0

(6-10)

D

0

(2)

(1)

(0-5)

BIBLIOGRAPHIC REFERENCES:

Research file HSF-310 Vine St.

1857
1870
1877
1884
1886
1891
1894
1899
1904
1909

DwBllina

1914

l l

1921

11

"

'1929

1 1

II

Other:

ADDITIONAL MAP INFORMATION:

MAJOR AL TE RATIONS:

DEED RESEARCH AND ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

completed indicated that house built in 1910.

Deed/tax research done after this sheet

A. Walkways, Driveways & Parking

IV. Guidelines for Site Design & Elements

This rendering illustrates
typical site features including
a two-track driveway that
minimizes paving materials.

Site design is the relationship between a
historic building and its site elements such as
landscaping, walkways, outbuildings, and other
elements within the property boundary. These
site features often help define the historic
character of the property and may be considered
an important part of any project. Site features are
more prominent in Staunton’s residential historic
districts since most residences are set back with
front lawns that include landscaping, walkways,
and lighting. Rear areas of the site may contain
garages, other outbuildings, appurtenances and
other site features. In contrast, many properties
in the commercial historic districts have few site
features since most of the lot is taken up with the
building itself.

Parking areas are
recommended to be
placed in the rear
areas of the site.
Return to Table of Contents |

Parking areas are not
recommended to be
placed in the front lawn
of the site.
Staunton, Virginia Historic District Design Guidelines

IV-1

A. Walkways, Driveways & Parking

IV. Guidelines for Site Design & Elements
A. Walkways, Driveways, & Parking
Most of the parcels in the commercial historic districts
do not have these features, but the residential districts’
properties usually have walkways and some have
driveways for parking. Many of these neighborhoods
offer only on-street parking since the spacing between
lots is relatively narrow.
1.

Retain existing historic driveways that are
considered contributing site features to the
historic character of the property.

2. Two-track driveways (twin parallel ribbons
of concrete separated by a grass strip) are
considered important historic features and
should be maintained where possible. This
type of driveway design can be used in new
construction where appropriate.
3. In general, driveways should be located only
on large, wide parcels that can accommodate
such a feature and when this feature is found on
other surrounding historic properties.

8. Repair damaged areas with materials that match the
original paving in color, size, texture, and finish if
possible.
9.

Ensure that any new paving material is compatible
with the context of traditional materials found on
surrounding sites. Avoid large expanses of bright,
lightly colored concrete or darkly colored asphalt.

10. Asphalt paving should not be used for walks, curb
cuts, or aprons.
11. Any parking structures must meet the requirements
of new construction for historic districts.
12. Do not demolish contributing historic buildings for
new parking areas or structures.
13. Screen private parking areas with landscaped
borders.
14. In large private parking areas, break up the space
with landscaping, pedestrian walkways, seating
areas, and other features. Connect pedestrian
paths to buildings on site and to surrounding
public sidewalks.

4. Avoid placing driveways on small, narrow lots.
Such a feature would have a major negative
visual impact on the site.

This two-track driveway retains much of
the lawn’s appearance with its narrow
ribbons of concrete.

5. Do not place paved parking pads in the front
yard. All driveways for residential uses should
extend to at least the rear building line.
6. Parking areas should be screened in some
manner so that the parking is not the dominant
visual feature of the property.
7.

Retain existing historic paving and edging
materials used on walks and driveways such
as brick, bluestone, slate, limestone, and
patterned concrete from earlier eras.

Return to Table of Contents |

Permeable pavers are used with contrasting bricks
to divide the spaces in this parking lot. This design
helps reduce water runoff & the pavers are a more
appropriate material than the asphalt paving.

Brick is a common material for walkways in Staunton’s
historic districts.

Staunton, Virginia Historic District Design Guidelines
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IMPORTAIIT NOTE: The complete epplicetion must be fled with the City of Staunton's Oflice of Planning & Inspections no
later thaD the first Tuesday oftbe month to be berrd rt ttat mosth's Historic Preservation Commission Meeting' Applications
received after the trrst Tuesdey of the month will be heard et the nert montb's meetitrg'

APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
CitY of Staunton' Virginia
** * ** * * *** ** * * * ** *** ** *** * *** * ** * ** * *** ** * ** **** * **** * * * ** *** * ***

**

*

Historic Preservation Com mission
t 16 w' Bcverley str€et
Staunton, VA 2.f,l0l
Phone: (540) 332-3862 Fax: (540) 332-3E07

Locatioo

ofpmperi'

.4lO Ui"rc

.1f

H

4"""",

v/

Appl icanc/Property/
Owner Nenc (PRINT)

t

l--{

i

376

Tax Map No:

Business Name

Application Fee $50 Paid

istoric District

ves

-No

R€pres€ntative Agent(s)
Name

(Check the appropriate boxes--CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)
Exterior Change

Addition

Relocation

Wall/Fence

Deck/Porch

Demolition

Driveway/Parlting Area

New Structure/Bui lding

Grounds/LandscaPing

Signage

Dumpster Screen

otrrer

Other

Other

Other

Sirtowa/,k

The above named person(s)/firm has permission to represent me regarding this request for architectural
review. I understaid that i or mv reoresentative aeent(s) must be oresent at the Historic Preservation
Conmission Mcetins on the date listed above to oresent mv orooosal and that faihFe to attend mav
bv the commission due to insufricient information. No material

ffioosal
@erty,thatisviewablefromanypub|icstreet,shal|beperformed
further understand that approval by the Historic
befori receiving

a Certificate of Appropriateness.

Preservation Commission for anY
parking
fences, driveways,

I

to homes, buildings, tandscaping, or grounds including
shall expire 12 months from the date of approval'

=a*
DATE

,|

*

t)t**

*:lJtrt*
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al tat:t:t*atl'.a *:t:i:t*r:a

aa a

ataaa:* *a,t at 'l a***,, ++*

aa

t a t t 'r***{.aa,aa

a

*

+ + a,3

* +,t:l

l:t t} i 'lt a:a*:,}:}

PLEASE READ: Applicants are encouraged to submil complete applications with sufficient information to enable a
clear understanding ofthe proposal by the Historic Preservation Commission members and staff. Incomplete
apptications that do not clearly communicate the propos€d improvements or changes will be denied.
***
t * t:: tt** *+a aa l a al+a**t *:* * * * *
a a:l***a tta a aal|ata,t:; *:t I |tl
:t *:t *:t* *artaaatt:tt*trt:a,aat,3:3,3t*)tallt
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FULL DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSAL:

any
@ach item subnitted is to be INITIALED by the applicant- If you are not submitting
space
ofthe requested information, please indicate not applicable.nd explain in the
providd why it is not necessary for this project)
the proposed changes or improvements

Site plan or plat of Property

Photographs showing property, work in question, and the area ofthe proposed

M&

Other (please list)

oc

-tv

t

^lafe

I

s'.lor l"ul<^

mC

A list of materials that identifies the typ€ end quality of materials to be used in the
Proposed project

Mc'

Twelve sets of all information and materials for use by the Historic Preservation
Commission members and stafr in the review of this request (REQURED)
*****COA for signs only requires two sets of information. ******

(Applicants may refer to typical submissions kept at the Planning end Inspections Department of the
City of Staunton on the third floor of City Hall located at 116 W. Beverley Street for
illustrations of how to present the required information)
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HISTORIC
PRESERVATION
COMMISSION

AGENDA BRIEFING

Staunton, VA

Meeting Date:

August 22,20'19

Staff Members:
I

Item #

New Business (c)

Department:

Community Development

Subject:

Rodney Rhodes
Linda Nesselrodt

-

Planning and Zoning

509 N, New Street- Request for an extension of

existing Certificate of Appropriateness (COA)

Background:
Mr. Page Nelson, 509 N. New Street, is requesting an extension of his approved Certificate that
was issued on september 25,2018. Attached aie the minutes from the september 2s,2o1g
meeting and the Certificate of Appropriateness.
Please see attached letter from Mr. Nelson.

August 6,2019
Historic Preservation Committee
City of Staunton, Virginia
To whom it may concem;

I, Page Nelson of509 N New Street, am requesting a three month extension on my
Certificate of Appropriateness permit for the COA approved on September 25, 2018
for my garage construction and front porch revision. It is likely that the remaining
work, principally the front porch, will be complete by early November, but I am
going to request an extension for 90 days if that is OK. This project commenced in
January,20l6.
Construction ofthe workshopigarage has taken nine months and is almost complete.
The carpenter who has done virn-rally all ofthe work on the garage building (the same
carpenter who constructed the current, unacceptable porch) will disassemble and then
reassemble the porch using some new materials and elements which will be prepared
in the new workshop. I intend to have every.thing painted or stained in the workshop
before reassembly, so that that task will be quickly and less expensively
accomplished.
The front porch will have a tongue and groove floor laid above the current deck board
floor and visible from the street. All ofthe balustrades (currently assembled from 2
by 4 and smaller lumber will be replaced with top and bottom pieces milled from a
solid piece of 4by 4 inch fir and prepared to hold the pickets, which will be reused.
The height ofthe balustrades, currently at code, will be reduced about 6 inches to
what they were in 2016. The sheathing ofthe Iower 40 inches of the 4 vertical
supports will be removed and some way will be found to reinforce the less than stable
verticals eroded at their bases. As they are currently covered, I can't be more specific
as to the method. "Sistering" covers a multitude ofsins.
When we are almost prepared to assemble the parts and mill them, I will contact Mr
Strassler for his input. I will call for a final inspection upon completion ofthe porch

I hope this proposal will be acceptable and doubly hope this will be the last time
appear before you.

Sincerely,

Francis Page Nelson, Jr
509 N New Street
Staunton, Y A 24401
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16 West Beverly Street

PO Box 58
Staunton, VA 24402-0058
Phone: 540-332-3862
Fax: 540-332-3807

Number
Application Numb€r
Date
Permit

Permit

Type

2010fi126
0912512018

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

PARCEL ID

STREET ADDRESS

8295

509 N NEW ST

USE REQUESTED

201801183

zol{E coDE

COA FOR GARAGUFRONT PORCH REPAIRS

R4.HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL

OW}IER INFORMATION

PROJECT APPLICANT INFORMATION

NAME:
ADoRESS:

NELSON, PAGE

NAME:

NELSON. PAGE

.509 N NEW ST

ADDRESS:

'509 N NEW ST

STAUNTON. VA 2440,1
PHONE:

STAUNTON, VA 24401
PHON E:

COXTRACTOR INFORMATION

NAME:
ADDRESS:

NELSON. PAGE

LICENSE NUMBER:

'509 N NEW ST
STAUNTON. VA 24401

PHON E

COMMET{TS

COA EXPIRES 9/25119
FINAL INSPECTION MUST BE REOUESTED
RESTRICTIONS

6.26.19 Sent Mr. Nelson a reminder emailregardtng his COA.
Certificate of Appropdateness frcr the garage is approved as subm
approved and will be bas€d on the doqlmeoted historic photographs
and all other details related to the porch

steps is approved as submitted. The reconstrucljon of the porch is
wrll be reconstructed to replicate those details for the railing, the columns,

The holder of this permit understiands that they musl comply with all the
requirements specified in the
and The City of Staunton
Zoning

Total Fees

$50.00
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to be dimensioned, installed, and finished so that it does not appear as an incompatible modem
deck as Mr. Strassler described.
The steps and risers should match the surrounding painted historic materials in the neighborhood
and on the existing house. The lumber dimensions and finish should be based upon the thickness
ofrelated historic porch lumber such as the pickets or the lower rail ofthe balustrade.
For the removed handrail, install metal pipe or something similar matching the existing balustrade.
The missing balustrade should be reinstalled.
The motion was properly seconded and carried unanimously at 4-0.

CERTIFICATE of APPROPRIATENtrSS
Page Nelson
509 N, New Street

Garage / Front Porch Rehabilitation / Handrail

Mr. Page Nelson, 509 N. New Steet, stated it has been two years since he had applied for the
COA's. He noted he would propose them in the order on the document listed. For the garage, he
noted the original COA was approved. Mr. Nelson stated the only thing that is different is the
issue ofthe roof material. He is proposing to install a metal roofifhe can frnancially afford it. He
stated if he installs a shingle roof on the garage, it would match the house. He stated this is the
only thing different from the original application two years ago.
Mr. Michael Brown questioned if he would install a metal roof on the garage, would it match the
traditional metal roof which is on the front porch. Mr. Nelson stated it would not be a raised seam
one, but a typical one which is seen today. He asked if the Commission had a preference regarding
this. Mr. Brown stated it would probably be better to not have a more commercial looking standing
seam roof versus the more traditional type.
Ms. Brannock stated the other style would not be in keeping with the guidelines. She noted Mr.
Nelson could do a metal standing seam roof, but it would need to be traditional.

Mr. Michael Brown stated the applicant could do either one.

Mr. Nelson stated when he appeared before the commission previously, his intention was to
construct the garage on the right side ofthe rear ofthe house which would have been visible from
one side of the house. He noted because of a large tree in the back of the property, the slab needed
to be moved over to the middle of the yard due to the tree's root system. Now the garage will be
centered directly behind the house and will not be visible from the street.

As far as the balustrade, Mr. Nelson noted in his application he wasn't clear. He stated he has a
new carpenter who will be making the changes. He noted all new materials would need to be
purchased due to the reasons that Mr. Strassler makes clear in his recommendation. He questioned
if the pickets were trimmed previously, but he did not believe they were. He questioned if he can
proceed and have t}te new carpenter rebuild the balustrade or would he need to ieappear before the
Commission. He stated he is proposing to call Mr. Strassler as soon as he has the carpenter on site
so they can confer.

For the handrail, Mr. Nelson stated he is proposing to install a metal handrail
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Mr. Avery asked Mr. Nelson if the steps will remain oriented on the side. He replied that they will
remain on the side.

Mr. Michael Brown asked Mr. Nelson if he was proposing to replicate the f'ront porch back exactly
to what was removed per the exact detailing which is documented. Mr. Nelson stated the originat
detail is a1l there except for the railings, only two out of four which were removed. As far as the
pickets and the overhead decoration, they are all original. He stated the railings would be retumed
to the original height ofbelow 36 inches and was unsure what the original height was.
Ms. Brannock noted the o:iginal height could be figured out

Mr. Avery asked if the applicant for clarification on his proposal for the porch. He stated he
intends to retum the railings and would be installing a tongue and groove floor over the existing
subfloor-

Ms. Brannock questioned Mr. Nelson for clarification that he is proposing to restore the porch
accolding to the description which Mr. Strassler provided in the packet. This would be restored
to the dimensions and the appearance before the reconstruction two years ago. She felt the
illustration and the description in the packet are detailed enough that the contractor should be clear
and to meet with Mr. Strassler if he has a chalce. Mr. Nelson stated he would show that to the
carpenter.

Ms. Brannock asked what type ofdoor opening is proposed for the garage. He noted it would have
a folding carriage style door. He noted the only window is on the rear wall facing the house. He
noted there were would be entry doors with windows on both sides, one at the south side and one
at the north on the front side.

HSF Recommendation

Porch:

-

Changes to the porch are well documented in previous reviews.

HSF recommends that a COA for reconstruction of the front porch be continued until a clear plan
is established noting the proposed changes. A clear written and illustrated plan is necessary for
the commission members to review and make a decision. This proposal places approval with HSF
staff, which is not in keeping with Zoning.
Provided in the application:
"The new design will be qrrived at via on-site consultation with Mr. Strassler and the carpenter,
with the owner's concurrence. The overhanging tongue-in-groove /loor originally callei
for in
the 2016 COA will be installed over the cutent deck boardfloor.

Railing at Steps:
HSF recommends the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved.
The proposed change provides additional accessibility while following the Staunton Residential
Historic District Guidelines and the Secretary of Interior Standards by relating new elements to
existing materials aad design characteristics.

Minutes of Historic Preservation
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Design suggestion: Please avoid splitting the concrete steps with expansion anchors. Epoxy
setting anchors may provide a fastening system that should avoid splitting.

Mr. Michael Brown moved the Certificate of Appropriateness for the garage be approved

as

submitted. He proposed that the railing at the steps be approved as submitted. He proposed that
the reconstruction of the porch be approved and that the construction will be based on the
documented historic photographs in the packet and will be reconstructed to replicate those details
for the railing, the columns, and all other details related to the porch.
The motion was properly seconded and carried unanimously at 4-0.

OLD B
a

INESS

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Henry C. Bayne
622 Stuart Street
Replacement Windows, Already Completed

Mr. Bayne, 622 Stuart Street, stated he would like to table the application. Mr. Rhodes stated they
had met with Mr. Bal,:re that a.ftemoon and the applicant would like to table the application for
two months so that he is able to work with staff and to amend his application which would include
replacing the vinyl windows with wood windows.
chairman Brown asked the applicant if that was his request. Mr. Bayne replied it was. Mr. Brown
stated Mr. Bayne would need to sign a waiver.

Mr. Michael Brown moved that the application
to work with staff on a solution.

be tabled for

two months so that Mr. Bayne is able

The motion was properly seconded and carried unanimously at 4-0.

OTHER BU SINESS

a.

Final Review and Approval of the proposed Historic District Design Guidelines

Mr. Rhodes stated the city, with the help of Historic staunton Foundation, applied for, and was
awarded, a grant from the Department of Historic Resources last year as pari of u
.ort ,hu..
survey and planning program. The grant was for the creation of iommercial guidelines for
staunton's Historic Districts. Architectural and planning firm, Frazier Associ-ates, took the
city's existing residential guidelines and merged them into one document with the new
commercial and sign guidelines to create one new document. The Historic preservation
commission reviewed two draft copies ofthe guidelines and their suggested changes have
been
incorporated into the final draft. He stated theie have been several public presenta:tions
and two
work sessions.
Mr. Rhodes stated what was before the commission today were the suggested
changes and
corrections that the HPC put forward at the last work session. Staff reci-mmends
ap'prova of tfre
guidelines and recommends that the planning commission
and city co,rn.it conau"i puuiic

hearings on these guidelines.

POWER HOME SOLAR, LLC
"POWER YOUR FUTURE"
919 N. MAIN ST.
MOORESVILLE, NC 28115
Phone: 704-800-6591 (OFFICE)
Email: info@powerhome.com
Web: www.powerhome.com

REVISIONS
DESCRIPTION

DATE

REV

Signature with Seal

DATE: 06/13/2019

208 N MARKET ST
STAUNTON, VA 24401

FRANCIS T. CRITTENDEN
RESIDENCE

PROJECT NAME & ADDRESS

DESIGNED BY

PHS
SHEET NAME

EQUIPMENT
SPECIFICATION
SHEET SIZE

ANSI B
11" X 17"

1
PV-11 (2)

PANELS ON THE ROOF FROM STREET VIEW
SCALE: NTS

SHEET NUMBER

PV-11

