STAUNTON

CoMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Planning & Zoning Division

MEMORANDUM

TO: Historic Preservation Commission Members
FROM: Linda M. Nesselrodt, Zoning Administrator/Historic Preservation Coordinator
DATE: September 19, 2025

SUBJECT: September 23, 2025 HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION MEETING

The Staunton Historic Preservation Commission will hold its regular meeting on Tuesday,
September 23, 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 be a field trip on Monday, September 22" at noon. Please meet at 803 W.
Beverley Street.

AGENDA

1. Call to Order

2. Moment of Silence

3. Historic Preamble

4. Approval of August 26, 2025 Meeting Minutes

5. New Business

a. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Zachary Kent
216 W. Frederick Street
Replace Garage Door

b. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Brek J. Sparks
631 W. Frederick Street
Replace Roof, Install Fence, Handrails on Porch

116 W. Beverley Street P.0. Box 58 Staunton, Virginia 24402 540.332.3862 (office) 540.332.3807 (fax) www.staunton.va.us
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c. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Robert & Brenda Mead
Wendy Meyer, Working Nature
342 Sherwood Ave
Add Retaining Wall, Handrails to Porch/Steps

d. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Amy Broderick
803 W. Beverley Street
Remove Chimney

e. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Paula Rau
115 Madison Place
Install Skylights on Rear

f. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Jonathan Wright
Michael C. Brown, Architect
114-126 S. Lewis Street
Install New Windows

6. Old Business

a. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Gary Clark
Annie Mathot, Bluebird Design Company
110 S. Lewis Street
HVAC Screening

b. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
St. Francis of Assisi, Mr. Mathias Lusembo
Matthew Fitzgerald, The Luchair Company LLC
118 N. New Street
Window Replacement

7. Other Business

8. Adjournment

Page 2 of 2
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STAUNTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
August 26, 2025
5:30 p.m.
Council Chambers

PRESENT: Deneen Brannock, Chair
Michael Brown, Vice Chair
Dennis Blanton
Carter Lively

ABSENT: Alexander Avery

ALSO PRESENT: Linda Nesselrodt, Historic Preservation Coordinator
Frank Strassler, Historic Staunton Foundation
Brad Arrowood, City Council Liaison
Meggie Taylor, Acting Clerk to Historic Preservation Commission
Rodney Rhodes, Director of Community Development

Ms. Brannock called the meeting to order: “As Chair, I call this meeting of the Staunton Historic
Preservation Commission to order. I note that this meeting is being broadcast over the city’s cable
channel and streamed live on the city’s website so that members of the public may hear our meeting
and participate virtually. The meeting is also being recorded.”

APPOINT ACTING CLERK

Mr. Blanton moved to.appoint Meggie Taylor, Long Range Planner for the City, as the Acting
Clerk to the HistoricPreservation committee until a permanent clerk is appointed. The motion was
seconded by Mr. Brown and carried as follows:

Ms: Brannock aye Mr. Brown aye
Mr. Avery absent Mr. Lively aye
Mr. Blanton aye

MOMENT OF SILENCE

The moment of silence was observed.

HISTORIC PREAMBLE

The preamble of the Historic Preservation Commission was read by Mr. Brown.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mr. Blanton moved to approve the minutes of the July 22, 2025 meeting as presented.

The motion was seconded by Mr. Lively and carried as follows:
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Ms. Brannock aye Mr. Brown aye
Mr. Avery absent Mr. Lively aye
Mr. Blanton aye
NEW BUSINESS
a. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Dwight & Lindsey George
322 N. New Street
Replace Garage Door

Mr. Brown recused himself from the dais as the project architect for the applicant.

Existing Condition:

Constructed between 1877 and 1884, this is a six-bay; two story Italianate house. The original
three bay main section includes a hip roof covered in‘standing seam metal and corbeled chimneys.
An overhanging eave is supported by brackets. The cornice has incised ventilator panels between
the brackets. Rectangular window openings include two over.two double hung, wood sash. The
front porch is a single-story hip roof, bracketed posts, scroll work balustrade, and poured concrete
porch floor. The side entry includes a ¥4 dight door with sidelights and transom paneled sidelights.

At the south end of the house is a large bay. This\is an addition constructed between 1886 and
1891. Details include a bracketed cornice and incised serollwork ventilator panels at the cornice
just like the main section of the house. The bay has three windows on each floor. The first-floor
windows include cylinder glass with upper sections of stained glass set in divided lights. An attic
dormer with incised fas¢ia boards projects from the bay roof line.

The north side of the house overlooks Prospect Street and includes a wood bay added between
1891 and 1894, with bracketed cornice and.three windows with lower panels. Along Prospect

Street is an early 20th century red brick garage with stepped parapet covered with concrete caps.

Proposed Work:

Replacement of existing garage door with similar modern garage door. The current door is
estimated to have been installed in the 1960s and is failing. The applicant proposes replacing the
existing wooden door with a modern clad aluminum door of similar design and color. Note: the
garage is located on Prospect Street although the property address is on New Street.

HSF Recommendation:

HSF recommends the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved. The existing garage door is in
poor condition and is probably not historic.

The proposed contemporary replacement doors are close to a period garage door design. HSF
provided examples of historic auto garages and doors relating to the period.

In this case, the actual historic door design is unknown so it is appropriate to create a contemporary
roll up door that reflects the character of the building. Restoration of a period door should be
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substantiated with photographic documentation.

As noted in # 6 of the Secretary of Interior Standards:
“Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by documentary and physical evidence.”

As noted in the Staunton Guidelines:

V. Guidelines for Existing Buildings — Elements D. Doors

2. Replace historic doors that are beyond repair with a new or salvaged door(s) of the same size,
design, material, and types as used originally or sympathetic to the building style, including
number and orientation of panel, location, and size of any glass panes. The new door should match
the original as closely as possible and be based on physical evidenceand/or historic photos.

Discussion:

The applicant briefly outlined the project for the commission. The applicant explained that the
current garage door was installed in the 1960’s and is.in need-of repair partly due to failing iron
springs.

Mr. Strassler indicated he had no further comments other than what was included in HSF’s
recommendation and that the chosen product would bea good fit due to its period style with

modern elements.

Mr. Lively asked the applicant if the new garage door would be wood or metal, and the applicant
answered that it would be metal and painted to match the existing trim on the building.

Commissioners had no further questions.
Motion:

Mr. Lively moved that the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved for installing the new garage
door as proposed.

Citing:
V. Guidelines for Existing Buildings — Elements D. Doors

The motion was seconded by Mr. Blanton and carried as follows:

Ms. Brannock aye Mr. Brown aye
Mr. Avery absent Mr. Lively aye
Mr. Blanton aye

b. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Seth & Megan McDowell
203 S. St. Clair Street
Add New Window on Back Porch

Existing Condition:

Built between 1886 and 1891 this is a 4 bay, 2-story frame Stick Style house. The roof is a cross-
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gable form covered with standing seam metal. A pyramidal tower topped with a bell cast roof is
centered on the facade at the junction of the protruding gable bay. The gables are decorated with
pattern sawn stickwork ornamentation and include fan returns. The overhanging eaves are
supported by a bracketed cornice. German siding is framed with corner boards that also include
pattern sawn brackets. Each window opening is framed with ornamented trim and include wood
upper sash with multiple stained-glass lights and a lower sash with a single clear glass light.

The asymmetrical front porch spans the south portion of the fagade. Topped with a shed roof, the
porch includes a highly decorated cornice supported by chamfered posts with curved brackets. The
balustrade includes a molded top and bottom rail with incised pickets and trefoil arch openings.

The house is sited above the street with a yard retained by large random course limestone block
with a molded concrete cap.

At the south side and rear of the house is a small porch with allow shed roof supported with wood
posts. The south house wall includes an enclosed window.with limited view from the street.

Proposed Work:

The applicant proposes to add one new window. The locationof this proposed window is at the
rear, south facing porch. The window would be partially seen from Stuart Street. The new window
will be a pass-thru slider window. It will replicate the existing windows which contribute to the
house's architectural significance. The window is not a commercial product, but rather will be
custom fabricated.

HSF Recommendation:

HSF recommends the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved. While the topic is a new
window, the Guidelines for Windows do not address the addition of a new window.

In this case it concerns the alteration of the.rear porch. The proposed location for the rear porch
alteration hasa limited.view from Stuart Street. The new window will be located at the rear of the
house, the opening may be enclosed again in the future while preserving the form and integrity of
the house, it will not overpower the porch or alter its form, and it will be compatible through
materials, dimensions, and proportions.

Discussion:

The applicant presented a brief overview of the project to the Commission. The applicant would
like to install a new window in the kitchen that looks out to backyard and will be partially seen
from Stuart Street. The window will include a sliding feature and serve as a pass through to the
backyard. It will be custom built to match the proportions of the existing windows, made of wood,
and double glazed.

Mr. Strassler noted that the current guidelines do not specifically cover the addition on a new
window, so instead he referred to the guidelines for additions and feels like this project conforms
to those standards by mixing the contemporary and traditional elements.

Ms. Brannock asked if the new window would be a single panel, and the applicant indicated it
would be.
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Commissioners had no further questions.

Motion:

Mr. Lively moved for approval of the Certificate of Appropriateness as proposed. The proposed
location for the rear porch alteration has a limited view from Stuart Street. The new window will
be located at the rear of the house. The opening may be enclosed again in the future while
preserving the form and integrity of the house. It will not overpower the porch or alter its form,
and will be compatible through material, dimensions and proportions.

Citing:

VII. Guidelines for Additions, 1, 2, 3, 6

The motion was seconded by Mr. Brown and carried asfollows:

Ms. Brannock aye Mr. Brown aye
Mr. Avery absent Mzr. Lively aye
Mr. Blanton aye

c. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
David & Heather Morgan
Todd Fowler, Sevenodd Inc
288 N. Lewis Street
Amend COA for Revisions to Drive, Parking and Retaining Walls

Mr. Brown recused himself from the dais as the project architect for the applicant.

Existing Condition:

The existing structure is-a new house, reviewed and approved by the Historic Preservation
Commission. The new house is designed toreflect the previous structure while using contemporary
materials. The remnants of the previous house were removed due to significant deterioration. Half
of the house was missing due to a fire.

The lot behind the house, with an entrance from Fillmore Street, has been regraded. The slope
directly behind the house has been excavated to provide drainage and retention of the slope.

Proposed Work:

This is a renewal and modification of the previous COA. The previous walls were stack walls only
at 3-4’ tall. The construction team hit large rocks and stack walls cannot incorporate rocks at all.
Therefore, the applicant is requesting to build two 8-10" walls with a stone front and a concrete
cap. Gray tar & chip paving is proposed for the drive.

HSF Recommendation:

HSF recommended that stone retaining walls are an appropriate solution. Mr. Strassler also urged
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the commission to consider a two-track driveway that would allow for better run off due to the
steep slope. The parking area and drive should be screened with plantings to obscure the parking
and impact of the elevation cut into the hillside.

Discussion:

Todd Fowler, General Contractor for the project, presented a brief overview of the project to the
Commission. Mr. Fowler informed the commission that the applicant was requesting a renewal
and modification to a previous COA. A large amount of rock was discovered when excavating the
area for the retaining walls, making it impossible to use stack walls due to the fact that a stack wall
cannot be connected to existing rocks. Mr. Fowler then told the commission that a concrete wall
with stone veneer would be more structurally appropriate, and that the rocks found during
excavation could be incorporated into the new retaining wall with this approach. Mr. Fowler went
on to explain that because the design of the wall was changing and would be closer to a gray color
than the original brown, that the applicant would like to modify the color of the tar and chip drive
from brown to gray to match the newly proposed retaining wall.

Ms. Brannock asked the commission if there was/any discussion.

Mr. Strassler urged the commission to consider a two-track driveway that would minimize run off
due to the steep slope. Ms. Brannock follewed up by asking how the two tracks could work on this
site, and Mr. Strassler informed her that there.are “geogrid” products used to keep materials like

gravel in place, creating a permeable surface that can hold the weight of vehicles.

Ms. Brannock then asked Mr. Fowler if the tar and‘chip drive:would be permeable, to which he
responded it would not be,however it is more permeable than traditional asphalt.

Ms. Nesselrodt reminded the commission that the tar and chip had already been approved by the
commission and the applicant only wishes to change the color.

The applicant, David Morgan, indicated his preference was not to have a two-track drive, due to
the curved nature of the driveway.

Ms. Brannock asked if the applicant was planning to screen the driveway and parking area, which
would also help to control run off and erosion. Mr. Morgan indicated that he was.

Ms. Brannock asked how close the retaining walls are to the parking area. Mr. Fowler indicated
there was approximately 10— 12 feet to the first wall, and another 10-12 feet to the second wall.

Mr. Blanton recommended using a colored concrete as opposed to white concrete for the caps on
the stone wall. Mr. Fowler indicated that was possible.

Commissioners had no further questions.
Motion:
Mr. Blanton moved that the Certificate of Appropriateness for installation of stone retaining wall

be approved. There shall be a stone veneer front and concrete caps, using colored concrete to
minimize brightness and reflection. The driveway shall consist of a single-track tar and chip
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surface from Fillmore Street to the parking area, with the caveat that the commission would like a
two-track drive with a permeable surface be considered.

The motion was seconded by Mr. Lively and carried as follows:

Ms. Brannock aye Mr. Brown aye
Mr. Avery absent Mr. Lively aye
Mr. Blanton aye

OLD BUSINESS

a. CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Jose R. Torres Segoviano
Angelica Ramirez, Heras General Construction, LL.C
417 North Market Street
New House Construction

The applicant presented a list of materials that was previously requested by the commission.

Ms. Brannock asked Mr. Strassler if he had any comments. Mr. Strassler noted that the materials
presented for doors and windows were a paintable fiberglass. The porch elements proposed are of
pressure treated wood. He recommended the wood be stained. He also indicated that all of the
materials presented by the applicant seem to be what the commission requested.

Mr. Brown questioned if tongue and groove would be used for the porch floor. Ms. Brannock noted
that there are composite materials available that have tongue and groove. The applicant indicated
that pressure treated wood was preferred so that it could be stained. Mr. Strassler then suggested
using pressure treated wood that was cut to be tongue and groove style.

Ms. Brannock and Mr. Brown noted.concerns about the white columns not matching the stained
porch.Mr. Blanton agreed with the concern and noted paining the porch would be preferable to
staining.

Motion:

Mr. Brown moved to approve the Certificate of Appropriateness as submitted. The material list
provided clarifies the.specifications and appearance provided on the schematic drawings.
Windows and doors shall be made of fiberglass composite and painted to a traditional finish. Siding
will be the James Hardie Primed Fiber Cement Lap Siding. Roof shingles shall be GAF Royal
Sovereign Weathered Gray. Porch columns shall be 8” diameter by 9’ height Endura-Stone
columns, with round shaft with True Entasis Taper, Tuscan Base, and Tuscan Capital. The
columns, balusters, and railings shall be painted to provide a traditional finish. The lattice shall be
pressure treated. The porch flooring shall be pressure treated tongue and groove and painted or
stained to a traditional finish. The porch railing shall be painted to a traditional finish and the top
rail shall be 1 42” by 5 and the angled sub rail shall be 4 inches wide. Balusters shall be 1 % inch
by2 2 inch. Top rail shall be fastened to the sub rail from below, 7-degree angled birds-mouth
exterior wood screw. Bottom rail shall be 1-1/2 inch by 5 inch.
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Citing:
VII. Guidelines for Additions, E, G, H, I, K, O

The motion was seconded by Mr. Lively and carried as follows:

Ms. Brannock aye Mr. Brown
Mr. Avery absent Mr. Lively
Mr. Blanton aye

OTHER BUSINESS

Page No. 8

aye
aye

Ms. Nesselrodt informed the commission that Fairview Cemetery has been officially added to the

National Register of Historic Places list.

ADJOURNMENT

The Chair adjourned the meeting at 6:06 p.m.

Meggie Taylor

Acting Clerk to Historic Preservation Commission



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

STAUNTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
HSF Recommendation
September 18, 2025
Certificate of Appropriateness
Replace Garage Door
216 West Frederick Street
Newtown Historic District

Existing Condition: Built in 1921 for banker Gilpin Willson, this is a three bay, two story, side gable roof, brick
masonry house with wood trim elements. Architectural elements include eight over eight, divided light, double hung
wood sash windows, shutters, and an arched porch entry.

The porch is distinctive with clustered wood columns supporting a pediment roof with returned cornice and arch ceiling.
The proportion and size of porch elements relate to colonial period Adam Architecture.

The Gilpin Willson house was designed by the T. J. Collins & Son architecture firm in the Colonial Revival Style.
Originally, the porch included bench seats between the columns, removed by a previous owner. Original drawings are
located in the archives of Historic Staunton Foundation.

See the architectural inventory for a historical outline of the original owner and builder of the house.

From the inventory sheet:

Stable: Small stable in rear evidently belonged to old Bell house on corner lot here. Stable shows up on 1891 map as 1
story with gable shingle roof and frame porch or shed on left side.

Between 1899-1904, strip of land was sold to build Hutchenson House and stable moved over to remain on old Bell land,
or else rebuilt in 1904. It changes not only position but also frame shed is replaced by brick addition and roof changes to
slate or tin.

Proposed Work: See the application for the description, cut sheets and photographs.

Replace carriage house garage door

Attached is a proposal for a new wood garage door, to be practically identical to the existing door. It would be
primed for painting, which you would need to have completed by another contractor.

Discussion:
The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation:

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal change to its distinctive
materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships.

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of distinctive materials or alteration of
features, spaces, and spatial relationships that characterize a property will be avoided.

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that create a false sense of
historical development, such as adding conjectural features or elements from other historic properties, will not be
undertaken.

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be retained and preserved.

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction technigues or examples of craftsmanship that characterize a
property will be preserved.



http://www.historicstaunton.org/

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.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest means possible. Treatments that
cause damage to historic materials will not be used.

8. Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation
measures will be undertaken.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic materials, features, and spatial
relationships that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with
the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property and its
environment.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in a such a manner that, if removed in the
future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.

The Staunton Historic District Guidelines state:
https://www.ci.staunton.va.us/home/showdocument?id=1672

E. Outbuildings, Garages, & Other Site Features

Although the main building on a historic site is the dominant architectural feature, accessory buildings, such as
garages and storage sheds, can also have an impact on the character of the district depending on their
visibility. While there are not many outbuildings in Staunton’s historic districts, those that exist include garages,
carriage houses, or the occasional garden shed.

1. Retain and repair historic outbuildings following the existing building guidelines chapters.

2. Follow the applicable zoning requirements by placing new outbuildings, such as garages or sheds, to
the rear of lots that are large enough to accommodate them. New outbuildings cannot be located in
front or side yards.

3. Design new outbuildings to be compatible with the style and character of the primary building on the
site, especially in scale, materials, and roof form. For more information on appropriate new
construction, see Chapter VII.

4. Prefabricated outbuildings that are not typically in keeping with the historic character of the district are
not appropriate if visible from the public street.

5. New patios, terraces, decks, or pools should be sited in rear yards and gardens that are not visible from
a public right-of-way and are thus not subject to HPC review.

V. Guidelines for Existing Buildings — Elements D. Doors

Doors are an important focal point of an entrance or porch, and they are often a character-defining feature of
the architectural style of a building. Residences may have a variety of door types reflecting the variety of styles
of dwellings. Commercial buildings typically have their original wood-and-glass doors, or they may have more
recently installed aluminum frame doors.

GUIDELINES:

1. Retain and repair existing historic or original wooden door(s) and surrounding wood trim with matching
materials. Reuse hardware and locks that are ariginal or important to the historic evolution of the
building.

2. Replace historic doors that are beyond repair with a new or salvaged door(s) of the same size, design,
material, and types as used originally or sympathetic to the building style, including number and
orientation of panel, location, and size of any glass panes. The new door should match the original as
closely as possible and be based on physical evidence and/or historic photos.
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Continued - D. Doors

Inappropriate Treatments:

3. Do not remove an original door and its opening on a primary elevation of the building.
4. Do not alter original elements around a door such as trim, sidelights, transom.

5. Do not remove or replace historic hardware features; additional security may be achieved by adding new
locks without removing the old.

6. Do not replace a historic wooden door with a new wooden door that is a different design and may be of a
style different from the original. Do not replace existing doors with fiberglass or composite doors, even if
they have a similar design.

Recommendation: HSF recommends the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved. The application is to match the
non-historic existing door. HSF does not have a record of the original carriage house door (or any other historic door on
this building) which apparently was part of the Bell Estate now demolished (Methodist Church Parking Lot) except for
this carriage house.

In this case, the actual historic door design is unknown. A contemporary roll up door that is sympathetic to the character
of the building would also be appropriate without mimicking a historic door.

As noted in the Staunton Guidelines:

V. Guidelines for Existing Buildings — Elements D. Doors

2. Replace historic doors that are beyond repair with a new or salvaged door(s) of the same size, design, material, and
types as used originally or sympathetic to the building style, including number and orientation of panel, location, and size
of any glass panes. The new door should match the original as closely as possible and be based on physical evidence
and/or historic photos.

Restoration of a period door should be substantiated with physical or photographic documentation. As noted in # 6 of the
Secretary of Interior Standards: “Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by documentary and physical
evidence.”

The same door company offers a few examples of doors relating to carriage houses:
Canyon Ridge® Chevron / Canyon Ridge® Louver / Reserve® Wood Custom
https://www.clopaydoor.com/reserve-custom

Sample Motion:
I move the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved for installation of a new garage door as proposed or a sympathetic
roll up carriage house door.

As noted in the Staunton Guidelines:

V. Guidelines for Existing Buildings — Elements D. Doors

2. Replace historic doors that are beyond repair with a new or salvaged door(s) of the same size, design, material, and
types as used originally or sympathetic to the building style, including number and orientation of panel, location, and size

of any glass panes. The new door should match the original as closely as possible and be based on physical evidence
and/or historic photos.
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HSF Staff Photos - 2025

View from sidewalk
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IMPORTANT NOTE: The complete application must be filed with the City of Staunton’s Planning & Zoning Division no later
than the first Tuesday of the month to be heard at that month’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

B B T T sttt ittt a2 T I e e St b Lt

Historic Preservation Commission
116 W. Beverley Street
Staunton, VA 24401
Phone: (540) 332-3862 Fax: (540) 332-3807

ol e
Location of property F A 6 \‘/ F(Cﬁg(fl-{istoric District /‘{ %, tﬁ A

Business Name '&:5] //ﬁd) (e
Application Fee $50 Paid v/ YES _& NO
AN EI P

Applicant/Property/ - Reprcscntatlve Agent(s)

Owner Name (PRINT) ZA~ 4-/) )’e;/ ICENT | Neme < 44 yictCinl

Signature @‘t/ Firm dl ‘j‘ Sa M{Qife s2 QQL_
Mailing sé!i |££ E!mig,{;f}( E‘L/ Mailing address Qid. 3O G Yefa /-

Csacze ST Aar G, 254 o) cosuze Sty gnte v G 24090(
Phone/Fax Number: 5-% g?{ o /f% Phone/Fax Number: {-Z,LO 162- . | éé?
Email: ZA_{(EL{T@ hﬂﬁ}m{]"{/ﬁ?ﬂ[ Email: $'g 7 (&%71//,(- QG/I”CI/{& /Kﬁ'&m

(Check the appropriate boxes—CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

A Cow

Exterior Change Addition Relocation
Wall/Fence Deck/Porch Demolition
Driveway/Parking Area New Structure/Building Grounds/Landscaping
) Signage Dumpster Screen Other
t/ Otheea’_@#&_j@gbr Other Other
L

The above named person(s)/firm has permission to represent me regarding this request for architectural
review. | understand that I or my representative agent(s) must be present at the Historic Preservation
Commission Meeting on the date listed above to present my proposal and that failure to attend may
result in the denial of my proposal by the Commission due to insufficient information. No material
change in the appearance of my property, that is viewable from any public street, shall be performed
before receiving a Certificate of Appropriateness. I further understand that approval by the Historic
Preservation Commission for any modifications to homes, buildings, landscaping, or grounds including
fences, driveways, and parking areas shall expire 12 months from the date of approval.

e , .

SIGNATURE DATE
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PLEASE READ: Applicants are encouraged to submit complete applications with sufficient information to enable a
clear understanding of the proposal by the Historic Preservation Commission members and staff. Incomplete

applications that do not clearly communicate the proposed improvements or changes will be denied.
‘*********t**t**lt*'***‘**‘**!*****i**.**#**t**‘*"*#l*****i**F**H**l**t**!****l**‘##*****'*

FULL I?_ESCRIPTION OF PROPOSAL: : ;
Ceplep o ment A?(,___?rﬁaj O Ao _(zné;':(gﬁc /zo.uxci] ;

REQUIRED INFORMATION TO BE SUBMITTED WITH APPLICATION:

(Each item submitted is to be INITIALED by the applicant. If you are not submitting any
of the requested information, please indicate not applicable and explain in the space
provided why it is not necessary for this project)

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

Site plan or plat of property

/
V" Photographs showing property, work in question, and the area of the proposed

project

Other (please list)

A list of materials that identifies the type and quality of materials to be used in the
Proposed project

_ Nine-(®sets-of all information and materials for use by the Historic Preservation
~ Commission members and staff in the review of this request (REQUIRED)
*%%%*COA for sign application only requires one set of information, ******

The Historic Preservation Commission meets on the fourth Tuesday of every month at 5:30 p.m. at City Hall,
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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(540) 292-3667 | sam@valleygaragedoors.com
http://www.valleygaragedoors.com

PO Box 444
Staunton, VA 24402

Terms & Conditions
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Garage Door Proposal

From Valley Garage Doors <notifications@housecallpro.com>
Date Wed 6/18/2025 5:23 PM
To zakent@hotmail.com <zakent@hotmail.com>

il 1 attachment (66 KB)
estimate.pdf;

VALLEY GARAGE DOORS

Approve Estimate #4944 from Valley Garage
Doors

Hi Mr. Kent,

Attached is a proposal for a new wood garage door, to be practically identical to the existing
door. It would be primed for painting, which you would need to have completed by another
contractor. Any historic committee approvals would be your responsibility as well, but we are
certainly available to assist in any way by providing pictures and details as we are able.

Please let us know if you have any questions.
Sincerely,

Sam Hickin
Valley Garage Doors
540-292-3667



Please let us know if you'd like to request some changes.
We'd love to win your business.

Decline all options

Note

Thank you so much for choosing Valley Garage Doors. Your business
means the world to us, especially as a small, local company. Please
contact us if you are not completely satisfied with our service.

Estimate date: Jun 17, 2025

Contact us

& (540) 292-3667
sam@valleygaragedoors.com

See our Terms & Conditions

Documents (1)

ClopayWood.pdf 10987 kb

Photos & videos (1)
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VALLEY GARAGE DOORS

G Service date: Wed Jun 18, 2025
= Prepared for: Zachary Kent

Q@ Address: 216 W Frederick St, Staunton, VA 24401

Option #1
$3,495.00

Estimate Details

Material Unit Price  Qty Total
New Garage Door - Build To $3,495.00 1 $3,495.00
Order

Clopay Classic Wood, (Non-insulated, single-layer) Model 20, short panel design with 6
recessed panels per row to match the existing door. To be 9'x7', primed for paint, with one
row of plain windows in the third section to match the existing door. Price includes removal &
haul away of existing door and delivery & labor to install new.

NOTE: Lead-time is approximately 4-5 weeks.

Material subtotal $3,495.00
Subtotal $3,495.00
Total $3,495.00

Not what you were looking for?

Privacy - Terms
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= Handcrafted 1-3/8" section thickness with stile and rail
construction in Hemiock.

= Model 20 offers Luan or Okoume panels, both
available in stain grade or paint grade options.

= Model 10 features paint grade Hardboard panels.

= Muitiple panel and section configurations available.
Visit www clopaydoor.com for details.

= All doors can be factory primed or finish painted White.
Custom stain and paint colors also available.

s Nine factory finished stain options are available on all stain grade 20 LONG PANEL 10
wood species, resulting in stain colors that complement most home

Window/Top Sections Wood Options

20 Piar: Short 1G

20 Cathedral Short 10

L

€ Horzon | Sunset

2 10
20 Sofid Short 1c






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

STAUNTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
HSF Recommendation
September 17, 2025
Certificate of Appropriateness
631 West Frederick Street
Porch Railing, New Roof, New Fence
Newtown Historic District

Existing Condition: Constructed between 1949 and 1954, this is one story, three bay frame house with side gable roof,
wood lap siding ad one over one double hung windows. The house is cited well above the street on the north side.
Concrete steps with side walls lead to the centered front stoop. The stoop includes a front gable roof supported by brick
piers. Between the brick piers is stucco infill with an arched opening.

The 1960 Sanborn Map indicates this house and the two neighboring houses built at the same time, all had composition
roofs (probably asphalt shingles).

Proposed Work: See the application for description and photos

e Match city sidewalk railing with steel fence panels along front. 42 feet of property at top edge of slope.
e Same for railing in portico.
o Install black metal roofing to counter heavy mold issues.

Discussion:

The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation:
http://www.nps.gov/history/hps/tps/standguide/rehab/rehab _index.htm
The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation:

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal change to its distinctive
materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships.

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of distinctive materials or alteration of
features, spaces, and spatial relationships that characterize a property will be avoided.

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that create a false sense of
historical development, such as adding conjectural features or elements from other historic properties, will not be
undertaken.

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be retained and preserved.

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that characterize a
property will be preserved.

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.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest means possible. Treatments that
cause damage to historic materials will not be used.



http://www.nps.gov/history/hps/tps/standguide/rehab/rehab_index.htm

Continued - The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation:

8. Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation
measures will be undertaken.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic materials, features, and spatial
relationships that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with
the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property and its
environment.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in a such a manner that, if removed in the
future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.

See Staunton Residential Historic District Guidelines -
https://www.ci.staunton.va.us/home/showdocument?id=1672

Entrances, Porches and Doors

Entrances and porches are often the primary focal points of a historic building and, because of their decoration
and articulation, help define the style of the structure. Entrances are functional and ceremonial elements for all
buildings. Porches have traditionally been a social gathering point as well as a transition area between the
exterior and interior of the residence.

The important focal point of an entrance or porch is the door. Doors are often a character-defining feature of
the architectural style of a building. Residences may have any of a variety of door types reflecting the variety of
styles of residential buildings.

1. Inspect masonry, wood, and metal of porches and entrances for signs of rust, peeling paint, wood
deterioration, open joints around frames, deteriorating putty, inadequate caulking, and improper
drainage. Correct any of these conditions.

2. Repair damaged elements, matching the detail of the existing original fabric. Reuse hardware and locks
that are original or important to the historical evolution of the building.

3. Replace an entire porch only if it is too deteriorated to repair or is completely missing. The new porch
should match the original as closely as possible.

4. Do not strip entrances and porches of historic material and details. Give more importance to front or
side porches than to utilitarian back porches.

5. Avoid substituting the original doors with stock doors that do not fit the openings properly.

6. Do not remove or radically change entrances and porches important in defining the building's overall
historic character. Avoid adding "Colonial" decorative elements, such as broken pediments, columns,
and pilasters; installing decorative iron supports; or adding a new entrance to the primary elevation.

7. Do not enclose porches on primary elevations and avoid enclosing porches on secondary elevations in
a manner that radically changes the historic appearance.

8. Paint aluminum storm doors to match other doors or trim.

9. On residential buildings, provide any needed barrier-free access through removable or portable ramps
when possible, rather than permanent ramps that may alter features of the historic building.


https://www.ci.staunton.va.us/home/showdocument?id=1672

G. Architectural Details & Trim

Decorative elements like window and door surrounds and caps, columns and piers, railings, carved porch and
cornice trim, and brackets as well as masonry decorative elements and patterns, and metal roof cresting and
finials, are all examples of details that add richness and integrity to the design of historic buildings. Some of
these items are more exposed to the effects of weather and deteriorate, or they are removed because of the
difficulty of accessing and maintaining them or finding replacements.

GUIDELINES:

1. Historic architectural detailing should be maintained and preserved rather than removed, simplified,
and/or replaced.

2. If the detailing is deteriorated beyond repair, it should be duplicated using historic building materials
wherever possible or using an acceptable substitute which matches the historic in composition, design,
color, texture, and other visual qualities.

3. Any missing details should match the historic as closely as possible and be based on physical evidence
and/or historic photos.

Inappropriate Treatments:
4, Do not remove architectural details that are character-defining features of the building.

5. Detailing which was not historically used on a building, or which represents another architectural era,
should not be added to the building. This includes brackets, columns, dormers, dentils, shutters,
cupolas, etc., that are sometimes added in an attempt to dress up a building or to make it appear older
than it actually is.

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.

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.

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.

Privacy board fences are not generally appropriate for front or side yards or other highly visible areas.

Wood picket fences should be painted or stained with an opaque stain to complement the historic character
of the building and street.



Continued - C. Fences & Walls

9. Chain link, vinyl, split rail, or unpainted pressure-treated wood fences or concrete block walls where visible
from public rights-of-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.

Guidelines for Existing Buildings - Elements J. Roof

One of the most important elements of a structure, the roof serves as the cover to protect the building from the
elements. Its visibility, shape and materials make it one of the most important character-defining elements of a
historic building. Good roof maintenance is critical for the roof’s preservation and for the preservation of the
rest of the structure.

Typical local historic roof materials include standing-seam metal and slate. The earliest buildings in Staunton’s
residential historic districts originally may have had wood shingle roofs, but because of fire risk, they were
replaced with standing-seam metal roofs later in the 19th century. Many of the roofs of commercial buildings
have sloped metal roofs. If the roof is hidden by a parapet wall, the roof may have been replaced with a built-
up roof or a rubber membrane 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.

Preserve original roof shapes and pitches.

Retain architectural features including chimneys, roof cresting, finials, dormers, cornices, and exposed
rafter tails.

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 covering
as closely as possible in composition, size, shape, color, and texture.

6. Do not change the historic roof material to asphalt shingles or other non-historic materials if the original
or a close facsimile is available.

7. Place roof-mounted mechanical equipment behind a parapet wall or a screen integral to the building’s
architectural design, or locate them in setback locations away from the edge of the roof to minimize their
visibility. (ADD types of screening by code)

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.

9. Do not add dormers, vents, and skylights to roof if viewable from a primary elevation. They should be
placed inconspicuously on rear sections of the building.

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.

12. Do not paint metal roofs or install new pre-coated metal roofs with bright colors. More appropriate colors
would be shades of gray, dark green, or black. See Chapter X. Guidelines for Painting for further
guidance.



HSF Recommendation: HSF recommends the certificate of appropriateness be approved with design considerations. The
proposed fence and railings do not appear to change the character of the house and yard. Mid Century homes often include
metal railing of a variety of styles. This house includes simple box and straight shapes.

The proposed roofing is a corrugated product that is not in character with the house or neighborhood. Since the house
probably had composition, low profile shingles since construction, it is recommended to use a modern paneled metal
shingle to accomplish the mold/sap resistance.

https://www.bestbuymetals.com/metal-shingles/sentry-shingle/

https://www.gaf.com/en-us/roofing-materials/residential-roofing-materials/metal-roofing/timbersteel

https://www.mcelroymetal.com/specialty-roofing-panels/milan-steel-shingles

Another option is to install a low profile 3-tab composition shingle. Certainteed advertises:
https://certainteed.widen.net/content/cprb3krj82/pdf/roofing-selection-guide-00-00-5050-US-EN-ec-2503.pdf?u=nwk4fd
THE ULTIMATE IN STAIN PROTECTION.
Those streaks you see on other roofs in your neighborhood? That’s algae, and it’s a common eyesore on roofing
throughout North America. CertainTeed’s StreakFighter technology uses the power of science to repel algae
before it can take hold and spread. StreakFighter’s granular blend includes naturally algaeresistant copper,
helping your roof maintain its curb appeal and look beautiful for years to come.

The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation:

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal change to its distinctive
materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships.

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of distinctive materials or alteration
of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that characterize a property will be avoided.

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be retained and preserved.

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that characterize a
property will be preserved.

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 will not destroy historic materials, features, and spatial
relationships that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with
the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property and its
environment.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in a such a manner that, if removed in the
future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.

Staunton Residential Historic District Guidelines
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.

G. Architectural Details & Trim
3. Any missing details should match the historic as closely as possible and be based on physical evidence and/or
historic photos.
Inappropriate Treatments:
5. Detailing which was not historically used on a building, or which represents another architectural era, should
not be added to the building. This includes brackets, columns, dormers, dentils, shutters, cupolas, etc., that are
sometimes added in an attempt to dress up a building or to make it appear older than it actually is.



https://www.bestbuymetals.com/metal-shingles/sentry-shingle/
https://www.gaf.com/en-us/roofing-materials/residential-roofing-materials/metal-roofing/timbersteel
https://www.mcelroymetal.com/specialty-roofing-panels/milan-steel-shingles
https://certainteed.widen.net/content/cprb3krj82/pdf/roofing-selection-guide-00-00-5050-US-EN-ec-2503.pdf?u=nwk4fd

Sample Motion:

I move the Certificate of Appropriateness be approved for installation of the steel fencing and porch railing as proposed.

The proposed roofing is a corrugated metal product that is not in character with the house or neighborhood.
Depending upon the outcome of discussion:

e Asdocumented by the 1960 Sanborn Map, the house has probably had composition shingles since construction.

1. Install a modern paneled metal shingle to accomplish resistance to mold and sap. Metal shingle panels
may be purchased with a simple, low profile.

2. Install a low profile 3-tab composition shingle that includes technology to repel algae.

The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation:

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal change to its
distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships.

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of distinctive materials or
alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that characterize a property will be avoided.

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be retained and
preserved.

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that
characterize a property will be preserved.

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 will not destroy historic materials, features,
and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and
will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the
integrity of the property and its environment.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in a such a manner that, if
removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be
unimpaired.

Staunton Residential Historic District Guidelines

G. Architectural Details & Trim
3. Any missing details should match the historic as closely as possible and be based on physical evidence and/or

historic photos.
Inappropriate Treatments:

5. Detailing which was not historically used on a building, or which represents another architectural era, should
not be added to the building. This includes brackets, columns, dormers, dentils, shutters, cupolas, etc., that are
sometimes added in an attempt to dress up a building or to make it appear older than it actually is.

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.




New Dominion Virginia, Architectural Style Guide

Minimal Traditional (1935-1950)

irst appearing during the Great Depression, Minimal Traditional houses

flourished in the late 1940s and early 1950s . Simple and economical, this
style was particularly well-suited to large tract-housing developments which
gained popularity after WWIL

As its name implies, the Minimal Traditional style is a simplified form based

on traditional cottages and bungalows stripped of ornament or detailing. Bottom: Houses in Virginia
Heights Historic District,
Arlington Co. All other houses
in Richmond and Henrico Co.
mediate pitch with closed, shallow eaves. Often, the front elevation features (Photos 2013, M. Bezirdjian ¢

a projecting gable or awning. Typical siding materials include wood, asbestos, L. McDonald)

These basic, generally one-story houses employ a square or rectangular plan
with small rooms clustered around a central point. Roofs have a low or inter-

aluminum and brick.

Defining Characteristics:

* Low or intermediate pitched roofs

*  Square or rectangular plan with overall boxy appearance

*  Minimal ornament

e Generally small with a single story

* Side-gable or hip roof

e Closed eaves with little or no overhang

e Often feature projecting front-facing gable or awning

* Use a variety of siding materials including wood, brick,
asbestos, and aluminum

*  Generally one-story, though one-and-one-half story variations exist

— 34












631 West Frederick Street — Constructed between 1949 and 1954

Staunton Aerial photo 1954 - 631 West Frederick




1949 Sanborn Map - 631 West Frederick Street not yet constructed
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