
 

 

  
 
 

 
 
 
 

M E M O R A N D U M 
 
TO:  Historic Preservation Commission Members 
 
FROM: Linda M. Nesselrodt, Zoning Administrator/Historic Preservation Coordinator 
 
DATE:  February 21, 2025 
 
SUBJECT:    February 25, 2025 HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION MEETING 
 
 
The Staunton Historic Preservation Commission will hold its regular meeting on Tuesday, February 
25, 2025 at 5:30 p.m.  The meeting will be held in person at City Hall in the Rita S. Wilson Council 
Chambers: however, remote access via Zoom will be provided for any applicant, upon request. The 
public also has the option to listen to the meeting via the website, please visit the City of Staunton 
website, by using the following link: https://www.ci.staunton.va.us/government/public-meetings. There 
will not be a field trip prior to this meeting.  
=========================================================================== 

A G E N D A 
 

1. Call to Order        _______________________ 
 
2. Moment of Silence       _______________________ 

 
3. Historic Preamble       _______________________ 

 
4. Approval of January 28, 2025 Meeting Minutes   _______________________ 

 
5. New Business          

 
a.  CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS    _______________________ 
     Laura & Asher Brand 

      208 E Beverley Street 
      Alter Rear Wall to Make Parking Area 

 
6. Old Business         _______________________ 

  
7. Other Business        _______________________ 

     
8. Adjournment        _______________________ 

https://www.ci.staunton.va.us/government/public-meetings
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 2 

STAUNTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 3 
January 28, 2025 4 

5:30 p.m. 5 
Council Chambers 6 

 7 
PRESENT: Deneen Brannock, Chair 8 
 Michael Brown, Vice Chair 9 
 Alexander Avery 10 
 Dennis Blanton 11 
 Carter Lively    12 
 13 
ALSO PRESENT:  Linda Nesselrodt, Historic Preservation Coordinator 14 
   Ari Calos, Historic Staunton Foundation 15 
   Rodney Rhodes, Community Development Director 16 
   Brad Arrowood, City Council Liaison 17 
 Kiley Kesecker, Clerk of Council 18 
 19 
Ms. Brannock called the meeting to order: “As Chair, I call this meeting of the Staunton Historic 20 
Preservation Commission to order. I note that this meeting is being broadcast over the city’s cable 21 
channel and streamed live on the city’s website so that members of the public may hear our meeting 22 
and participate virtually. The meeting is also being recorded.” 23 
 24 
MOMENT OF SILENCE 25 
 26 
The moment of silence was observed. 27 
 28 
HISTORIC PREAMBLE 29 
 30 
The preamble of the Historic Preservation Commission was read by Mr. Lively. 31 
 32 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 33 
 34 
Mr. Avery moved to approve the minutes of the November 26, 2024 meeting as presented. 35 
 36 
The motion was seconded by Mr. Lively and carried as follows: 37 
 38 
  Ms. Brannock aye  Mr. Brown aye 39 
  Mr. Avery aye  Mr. Lively aye 40 
  Mr. Blanton aye 41 
 42 
Mr. Blanton moved to approve the minutes of the December 17, 2024 meeting as presented. 43 
 44 
The motion was seconded by Mr. Brown and carried as follows: 45 
 46 
  Ms. Brannock abstain  Mr. Brown aye 47 
  Mr. Avery aye  Mr. Lively aye 48 
  Mr. Blanton aye 49 
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 50 
NEW BUSINESS 51 
       52 
a. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS  53 
 Oksana & Grigorii Bouldo 54 
 Jay Frizzelle, Edwards Hearth & Home 55 
 12 Fayette Street 56 
 Install Direct Vent Caps on Chimneys 57 
 58 
Existing Condition: 59 
 60 
Built between 1860 and 1877, this is a two-story, three-bay brick residence with a hipped roof. 61 
The roof is covered with standing seam metal and includes two corbeled brick masonry chimneys. 62 
A third brick chimney, without corbeling, is located to the rear of the house. A wide overhanging 63 
eave is supported by large brackets. Windows are two-over-two double-hung sash with decorative 64 
lintels over the openings. A single-story porch extends across the front facade and includes a shed 65 
roof supported by chamfered square posts. The porch has dentil moldings, and a pattern cut 66 
balustrade. 67 
 68 
Proposed Work: 69 
 70 
The applicant proposes replacing the existing chimney vent caps with new vent caps, to 71 
accommodate installation of new gas fireplaces. 72 
 73 
HSF Recommendation: 74 
 75 
HSF recommends the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved for the installation of new 76 
chimney vent caps, to accommodate the installation of the new gas fireplaces. The proposed vent 77 
caps appear to be in keeping with Staunton’s Historic District Design Guidelines, which state that 78 
flue hoods, shields, or screenings should be designed to have minimal “visual presence” relative 79 
to the chimney itself. 80 
 81 
Discussion: 82 
 83 
Jay Frizzelle from Edwards Hearth & Home presented a brief overview of the project to the 84 
Commission. 85 
 86 
Commissioners had no questions.  87 
 88 
Motion: 89 
 90 
Mr. Lively moved that the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved for the installation of new 91 
chimney vent caps, as proposed, to accommodate the installation of the new gas fireplaces. 92 
 93 
Citing: 94 
 95 
VII. Guidelines for Existing Buildings – Elements  96 

I. Chimneys – 5 97 
  98 
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The motion was seconded by Mr. Blanton and carried as follows: 99 
 100 
  Mr. Avery aye  Mr. Lively aye 101 
  Mr. Blanton aye  Ms. Brannock aye 102 
  Mr. Brown aye 103 
 104 
b. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS  105 
 Jason Hathcock 106 
 649 East Beverley Street  107 
 Replace Asbestos Shingle Roof with GAF Architectural Shingle Roof 108 
 109 
Existing Condition:  110 
 111 
Designed by architects Noland & Baskerville and built between 1903 and 1907, this is a two-and-112 
a-half story, six-bay stucco house with a complex gable roof. The roof is covered with asbestos 113 
shingles and includes three large limestone chimneys. The home has several single and tripartite 114 
nine-over-one sash windows, as well as decorative lead glass windows. Half timbering on the 115 
second story contributes to the home’s Tudor Revival style. A flat roofed entrance porch supported 116 
by square, paired columns with limestone piers, wraps around the eastern portion of the facade. 117 
 118 
Proposed Work: 119 
 120 
The applicant proposes removing the existing asbestos shingle roof and replacing it with GAF 121 
Camelot II asphalt shingles. 122 
 123 
Excerpt from the application: 124 
Due [to] the age and type of roof covering material, the applicant must replace the roof with a 125 
new roof covering material in order to obtain homeowners insurance. The existing roof covering 126 
is asbestos and estimated to be over 50 years old. 127 
 128 
HSF Recommendation:  129 
 130 
HSF recommends the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved for removing the existing 131 
asbestos shingle roof and replacing it with GAF Camelot II asphalt shingles. Replacing the 132 
asbestos shingle roof with asphalt shingles will affect the historic appearance of the home. 133 
Changing roofing materials to asphalt shingles is typically considered an inappropriate treatment 134 
for historic buildings; however, with in-kind replacement a non-option, the presence of asbestos 135 
roofing presents a unique challenge. 136 
 137 
The proposed GAF Camelot II shingles are architectural asphalt shingles that have a dimensional 138 
quality. The proposed color for the shingles is Weathered Slate, which appears to be a color that 139 
is similar to the existing asbestos shingles. #6 of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 140 
Rehabilitation states: 141 
 142 
6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of 143 
deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the old in 144 
design, color, texture, other visual qualities, and where possible, materials. Replacement of 145 
missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence. 146 
 147 
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While this replacement will affect the historic appearance of the home, it should be noted that the 148 
home has limited close-up visibility from public rights-of-way, as it is set back from both 149 
Sherwood Avenue and East Beverley Street, helping to minimize the effect of this change on the 150 
neighborhood and surrounding historic properties. 151 
 152 
Discussion: 153 
 154 
Applicant Jason Hathcock briefly outlined the project for the Commission. 155 
 156 
Mr. Blanton asked if the project will include any work to the gutters or chimneys. Mr. Hathcock 157 
stated that it will strictly be a roof replacement. 158 
 159 
Commissioners had no other questions. 160 
 161 
Motion: 162 
 163 
Mr. Avery moved that the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved for replacing the existing 164 
asbestos shingle roof with GAF Camelot II asphalt shingles, as proposed. While changing roofing 165 
materials to asphalt shingles is typically considered an inappropriate treatment for historic 166 
buildings; with in-kind replacement a non-option, the presence of asbestos roofing presents a 167 
unique challenge that, in this case, serves as an exception to this standard. 168 
 169 
Citing: 170 
 171 
II. Guidelines for Planning Your Project  172 
 E. Health & Safety Issues 173 
 174 
V. Guidelines for Existing Buildings – Elements   175 
 J. Roof – 5, 8 176 
 177 
The motion was seconded by Mr. Lively and carried as follows: 178 
  179 
  Mr. Avery aye  Mr. Lively  aye 180 
  Mr. Blanton aye  Ms. Brannock  aye 181 
  Mr. Brown aye 182 
 183 
c.  CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS  184 
 Louisa Priore, IRA/Roger Priore 185 
 120 North Madison Street 186 
 Replace Roof with Standing Seam Metal Roof 187 
 188 
Existing Condition:  189 
 190 
Built between 1884 and 1899, this is a two-story, two-bay frame house with a complex gable roof. 191 
Currently, the majority of the roof is covered with embossed metal shingles. Windows are two-192 
over-two and one-over-one double hung wood sash. A corner entrance porch with bracketed 193 
columns wraps around the southeast portion of the house. A small second-story porch sits above 194 
the first-story corner porch. Unique features of the facade include a shingled gable and half 195 
timbering between the first and second story windows. 196 
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 197 
Proposed Work:  198 
 199 
The applicant proposes replacing the embossed metal shingle roof with a traditional standing seam 200 
metal roof. The applicant has noted that the existing roof is mostly embossed metal shingles, but 201 
that some areas, including the porch roof and shed roof over the back door, are three-tab asphalt 202 
shingles. The applicant would also like to replace the existing k-style gutters with new k-style 203 
gutters. Because the gutters are an in-kind replacement, this project is not subject to HPC review. 204 
 205 
HSF Recommendation: 206 
 207 
HSF recommends approval of the Certificate of Appropriateness. Based on the deterioration 208 
described in the application, the roof seems to be at the end of its life. 209 
 210 
Embossed metal shingles are manufactured and available. However, based on various homeowner 211 
quotes obtained from roofers, the material is extremely expensive to obtain and install. Standing 212 
seam metal roofs are historically contemporary with embossed metal shingle roofs. Staunton’s 213 
historic districts have many homes from the late 19th century with standing seam metal roofs. 214 
However, it should be noted that the adopted guidelines do not lead to a conclusion recommending 215 
replacement of shingle roofs with standing seam metal roofing. 216 
 217 
The HPC has recognized that the life span of Staunton’s original embossed metal shingle roofs is 218 
at an end. Additionally, the historical record in Staunton indicates that standing seam metal roofs 219 
are historically contemporary with embossed metal shingles. The Commission has previously 220 
approved projects that replace failed embossed metal shingles with new standing seam metal 221 
roofing. 222 
 223 
Discussion: 224 
 225 
Applicant Roger Priore briefly outlined the project for the Commission.  226 
 227 
Ms. Brannock asked what the color of the roof will be. Mr. Priore stated that they will likely use 228 
the same color red of the current roof. 229 
 230 
Mr. Avery clarified that there will be no ridge vents. 231 
 232 
Commissioners had no further questions. 233 
 234 
Motion: 235 
 236 
Mr. Blanton moved for approval of the Certificate of Appropriateness for the replacement of the 237 
embossed metal shingle roof (and areas of asphalt shingle roofing) with a traditional folded-seam 238 
standing- seam metal roof. 239 
 240 
This motion is based upon the local guidelines stating: “One of the most important elements of a 241 
structure, the roof serves as the “cover” to protect the building from the elements. Good roof 242 
maintenance is absolutely critical for the roof's preservation and for the preservation of the rest of 243 
the structure.” Additionally, the Secretary of Interior Guidelines state: “If using the same kind of 244 
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material is not technically or economically feasible, then a compatible substitute material may be 245 
considered.” 246 
 247 
Staunton has a documented, historic tradition of standing seam metal roofs used on homes dating 248 
to the same period of architecture. 249 
 250 
• All chimneys are to be retained and properly flashed using step flashing set into mortar joints, 251 

not cut into the brick. 252 
• The new roof will not incorporate visible ridge vents or caps along the hips or ridges. 253 
• The pan will be flat without corrugations. 254 
• The new roof will not be a snap lock with wide V-shaped seams. 255 
• The new roof will utilize a 1” folded seam and the seams will appear as a closed, locked, and 256 

folded seam. 257 
 258 
Citing: 259 
 260 
V. Guidelines for Existing Buildings - Elements  261 
 J. Roof – 5, 10  262 
 263 
The motion was seconded by Mr. Lively and carried as follows: 264 
  265 
  Mr. Avery aye  Mr. Lively aye 266 
  Mr. Blanton aye  Ms. Brannock aye 267 
  Mr. Brown aye  268 
 269 
OLD BUSINESS 270 
 271 
a.  Amendments to H-1 Historic Preservation District Ordinance 272 
 273 
Historic Preservation Coordinator Linda Nesselrodt stated that at its December 19, 2024 meeting, 274 
the Planning Commission authorized the Historic Preservation Commission to draft changes to the 275 
H-1 Historic Preservation District ordinance. She assembled a draft that is a collaboration of 276 
changes that staff had put together along with what was discussed at the work session, along with 277 
recommendations from the Historic Staunton Foundation. 278 
 279 
Commissioners briefly discussed the amendments, noting several small changes. 280 
 281 
Mr. Blanton moved for approval of the proposed changes to the H-1, Historic Preservation District 282 
document in general, with one particular additional change to bring the language in lines 12 and 283 
13 in line with lines 385 and 386. 284 
 285 
The motion was seconded by Mr. Lively and carried as follows: 286 
  287 
  Mr. Avery aye  Mr. Lively aye 288 
  Mr. Blanton aye  Ms. Brannock aye 289 
  Mr. Brown aye  290 
 291 
 292 
 293 
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OTHER BUSINESS 294 
 295 
a.  2024 Annual Report 296 
 297 
b.  Infrastructure Grant Opportunity for Uniontown 298 
 299 
Commissioners agreed to send a letter of support for an infrastructure grant for the Uniontown 300 
neighborhood revitalization effort. 301 
 302 
 303 
ADJOURNMENT 304 
 305 
The Chair adjourned the meeting at 6:03 p.m.  306 
 307 
 308 

___________________________  309 
  Kiley A. Kesecker 310 
   Clerk of Council 311 



 

 

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

 
 

STAUNTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
HSF Recommendation 

February 11, 2025  
Certificate of Appropriateness  
Alter Rear Wall for Parking  

208 East Beverley Street 
Gospel Hill Historic District 

 
Existing Condition: Built between 1899 and 1904, this is a two-story, two-bay brick residence with a hip 
roof and dormers. The house exhibits fine brickwork including tall, corbeled end chimneys, brick quoins, 
and stringcourse details. Other architectural elements include elaborate brackets located at corners under 
the wide eaves, wide frieze, Palladian window, and richly decorated tympanum in the pediment over 
entrance. A stepped brick wall laid in running bond surrounds the rear yard. 
 
Proposed Work: The applicant proposes altering the rear brick wall facing the back alley to 
accommodate the addition of four parking spots. This project involves demolishing the eastern portion of 
the wall and rebuilding it so that it is set back from the alley. The applicant must provide the 
Commission with clear examples of the design of the rebuilt portion of the wall and new parking 
area.  
 
Excerpt from the application:  
Adjust wall that faces back alley so that we can add a parking lot for our house/tenants. This proposal 
adds four parking spots.  
 
Materials:  

1. Matched/recycled brick 
2. Wall will be on concrete footer 
3. Gravel/pavers for parking lot  

Discussion: See Staunton, Virginia Historic District Design Guidelines* 
*Staunton’s Historic District Design Guidelines are based on the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation (section II. C. of the above Guidelines) 
 
IV. Guidelines for Site Design & Elements  
C. Fences & Walls  
Fences and walls are a prominent site feature on many properties within Staunton’s residential historic 
districts. Due to Staunton’s topography with its various hills, many parcels have retaining walls laid in 
native limestone in the late 19th and early 20th centuries by European stone masons. Other masonry walls 
are constructed of brick, often with a cast stone cap. There also is a rich tradition of wrought iron fences, 
some in combination with limestone walls bordering residential lots. Other sites are defined by wooden 
picket fences, and some streets with gently sloping lots have open front yards without such features. 
 
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.  

https://www.ci.staunton.va.us/home/showpublisheddocument/1672/636969728556070000


C. Fences & Walls – Continued  
4. Respect the existing edge condition of the subject street when designing on a new site or rehabilitating 
an existing lot. If the majority of lots on the subject street have a fence or wall, consider incorporating one 
into the site improvements. If the majority of the lots on the subject street have an open lawn leading to 
the street, avoid adding a fence or wall to the front of the lot. 
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 
matches historic examples. Planted hedges are also used to define edges of properties.  
6. The height of the fence or wall should not exceed the average height of other fences and walls of 
surrounding properties. See the City Code for further detailed requirements.  
7. Privacy board fences are not generally appropriate for front or side yards or other highly visible areas.  
8. Wood picket fences should be painted or stained with an opaque stain to complement the historic 
character of the building and street. 
9. Chain link, vinyl, split rail, or unpainted pressure-treated wood fences or concrete block walls where 
visible from public rightsof-way are not appropriate in the historic districts.  
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. 
 
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.  
4. Avoid placing driveways on small, narrow lots. Such a feature would have a major negative visual 
impact on the site.  
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. 
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.  
 



A. Walkways, Driveways, & Parking – Continued  
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 
 

 
The existing rear wall.  
 

 
The red arrow indicates where the new wall would begin.  



 
A view of the yard looking west.  
 

 
View from South Market Street in February.  
 



 
View from South Market Street in September. 
 

 
An aerial view of 208 East Beverley Street. The red line shows the approximate length of the existing 
wall. The green lines show the approximate placement of the proposed wall.  



HSF Recommendation: This project involves demolishing the eastern portion of the rear brick wall and 
rebuilding it so that it is set back from the alley, creating room for four off-street parking spots. The 
proposed work affects the historical landscape of the property in several ways. The project involves 
demolishing approximately 2/3 of the historic wall (facing the alley) and turning a substantial portion—
approximately 1/3—of the yard into parking. It is likely that rebuilding the wall with the new set back 
will affect runoff toward the house, given the considerable slope of the terrain. The visibility of the wall 
from the street appears to be variable, as seen in the above photos taken from South Market Street in 
September and February. In seasons of visibility, the wall (primarily the western portion) is viewable 
from the street from a distance.   
 
Staunton’s Historic District Design Guidelines recognize fences and walls as a “prominent site feature” 
within Staunton’s residential historic districts and state that “existing historic fences and walls” should be 
retained. The guidelines do not explicitly address alterations to historic walls.  
 
As stated, the applicant must provide the Commission with clear examples of the design of the rebuilt 
portion of the wall and new parking area (including proposed pavers). HSF recognizes the demand for 
off-street parking in Staunton’s historic districts, the presence of such parking areas on neighboring 
properties, and the rear location of the wall/proposed project.  
 
Rebuilding the wall in the same fashion as the existing wall (using a stepped design, brick piers and brick 
caps, running bond brickwork, etc.) will minimize the affect of this alteration of the historic character of 
the property. However, the Commission should consider whether rebuilding in this manner conflicts with 
the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation, specifically standard #3, which addresses 
“changes that create a false sense of historical development.”  
 
Ultimately, if the Commission agrees that altering the wall in this way does not conflict with the Secretary 
of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Staunton’s Historic District Design Guidelines and does 
not alter the historic character of the property, HSF recommends approval of the Certificate of 
Appropriateness, with the stipulation that the rebuilt portion of the wall matches the original in materials 
and design, to the extent possible considering the new, set-back configuration.  
 
Sample Motion: I move that the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved for the demolition and 
rebuilding of the east portion of the rear wall to accommodate a new parking area. The rebuilt portion of 
the wall will match the original as closely as possible in materials and design. The rebuilt portion of the 
wall will match the existing wall, including its stepped design with brick piers and brick caps. The brick 
will match that of the existing wall in color and appearance and will be laid in a matching running bond. 
The new parking area will have gravel or earth tone permeable pavers.  
 
Supporting Guidelines: 
1. Retain any existing historic fences and walls.  
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.  
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later than the first Tuesday of the month to be beard at that morllh's Historic Preservation Commission Meeting. Applications

received after the first Tuesday of the month will be heard at the next month's meeting.

APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
City of Staunton' Virginia

** ******r(****** ***:t** **** rt**** * *** ** rr *************** **** **rr *********
Historic Preservation Commission
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Staunton. VA 2440t
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pLEASE READ: Applicants are encouraged to submit complete applications with sufficient information to enable a

clear understanding ofthe proposal by the Historic Preservation Commission members and staff. lncomplete

applications that do not clearly communicate the proposed improyements or changes will be denied.
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City Council Chambers. The applicant or an agent must attend the meeting to discuss the project. Sign

applications are reviewed administratively and do not require attendance at a meeting.
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