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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
MEETING MINUTES 

 

Regular Scheduled Meeting 
Tuesday, April 5, 2022 – 6:00 PM 

 

 

I. Opening of the meeting 

 

II. Invocation 

o A moment of silence was taken. 

III. Roll Call 

o Staff took a silent roll call.  All members were present. 

IV. Approval of Minutes – Tuesday, March 1, 2022 

o Chairman Craigie asked if anyone had any changes or corrections to the minutes. There were 
none.  

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion to approve the minutes.  

 Kathy Burdi made the motion to approve the March 1, 2022 minutes. Marian Booth 
seconded the motion. All present members voted, 5 in favor and 0 opposed. The minutes 
were approved. Record of the vote is below. 

 

 Record of the vote: 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard   Made the Motion 

X  Kathy Burdi  

--- --- Elizabeth Stallings 2nd the Motion 

X  Marian Booth   

X  Beth Casey  

--- --- Betty Mooring  

 

Members Present 
Scot Craigie – Chairman 
Scarlett Boutchyard – Vice-Chairwoman 
Kathy Burdi 
Beth Casey 
Marian Booth 
 

Members Not Present 
Elizabeth Stallings 

Betty Mooring 
Others Present 

Mike Dail, Director of Community and Cultural Services 
Domini Cunningham, Historic Preservation Planner 

Holli Y. Tetterton, Administrative Support Specialist 
 



(Tuesday, April 5, 2022, HPC Regular Meeting)                                                                                                                                                                        Page 2 of 13  

V. Old Business 

1. None. 

VI. Certificate of Appropriateness 

A. Major Works 

1. A request has been made by Beaufort County, owner of 111 W 2nd Street, for a Certificate of 
Appropriateness for the following: 

a. Replace 25 windows with vinyl-clad, double-hung wood windows. 

b. Relocate vent pipes currently installed through a window 

c. Construct a canopy over the 2nd-floor door 

o Staff swore in West Overman and Frances Finch. 

o Chairman Craigie asked the applicant to present the request.  

o West Overman, Deputy Director of Public Works for Beaufort County, as some of you may recall 
we came before you last year with a similar request for this same project where we will be 
replacing windows in the courthouse annex building. At the time, we were requesting vinyl 
windows and it was not approved; however, there was an indication that vinyl-clad windows 
would be acceptable by the committee. In the time from then, we have revised our request to 
use vinyl-clad windows. We had also requested to close an existing window where the vent pipes 
are installed through. We have revised that request to move the pipes into the brick above the 
window and replace the window as is. New to the request is constructing the canopy over the 
second-floor door. That is to try to have more protection from the weather and try to keep the 
door from rotting out as frequently. I’ll be happy to answer any questions you have. One thing I 
would like you to keep in mind is we don’t have a lot of specifics on materials. Because this is a 
government project, we have to go through the bidding process. We have not identified a window 
that the bidders would have to pick. We would put out the bid and the bidders would turn in their 
proposals. They will be required to meet the certain guidelines that are set by the Commission.  

o Chairman Craigie, I remember you coming before us. The request was denied based on the vinyl. 
The other option they had requested was vinyl-clad. The consensus that night was that vinyl-clad 
would be approved. He chose not to, he waited until the next month and stayed with the vinyl, 
and it was denied.  

o Chairman Craigie, does anybody have any questions? Remember this is the same request that 
came before us last year except for the overhang. Mr. Overman, there is just one more window, 
the one that we had planned to brick in, and the canopy.  

o Chairman Craigie, it will bring the look of the building into consistency. Right now, it is a 
hodgepodge of metal, vinyl, and wood. Mr. Overman, there are few matching elements to the 
building as it has been repaired and replaced over the years without any consistency. There are 
wood windows on the front. There are some vinyl-clad windows in a couple of places. This will 
make it more uniform throughout the whole building. We still won’t be 100% uniform, but we will 
be a lot closer than we are now.  

o Chairman Craigie, I know the courthouse is not part of the historic district, but they have installed 
vinyl windows. Is it going to be the same manufacturer or the same look even though it is going 
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to be vinyl-clad? Mr. Overman, we will try to match what is already on the building as closely as 
we can.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, so you will have the same number of panels, panes, look as the 
windows that are there? Mr. Overman, the windows in the front will be the same. The rear 
windows are 3 wide by 4 high. We’ll probably try to match that so that it will look more consistent 
with the windows on the front, so there may be more divided lites.  

o  Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, that’s an addition, isn’t it? Mr. Overman, yes. Vice-Chairwoman 
Boutchyard, so it really should look different. Mr. Overman, we view it as we would rather have 
it consistent throughout the whole building. Chairman Craigie, you’re going to make it look 
consistent throughout the whole building, right? Mr. Overman, right. Vice-Chairwoman 
Boutchyard, the back section is the addition. All those windows are like each other, but they are 
different from the original construction, which is appropriate according to the Standards.   Mr. 
Overman, it’s the six windows on the side and two on the rear. It’s only those windows. It doesn’t 
match throughout the rest of the building. 

o  Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, the windows in the back portion of the addition are different sizes 
than the windows in the front. Mr. Overman, right, we don’t have the full history of the building. 
It almost looks like somebody had some leftover from a school project and put them here without 
consideration for what was already there.  They’re not double-hung. They’re not cased. They don’t 
operate like they are supposed to. We’re trying to improve the looks of the building and the 
functionality as well.  

o Ms. Burdi, I appreciate your effort to not repeat past mistakes and get it back the way it should 
have been done. 

o Ms. Booth, the canopy on the second floor, will that be vinyl, steel, or metal? Mr. Overman, it will 
be constructed onsite to match as closely as possible what is there. It will be wood with the same 
type of roofing material. We will do our best to match it as closely as we can.  

o Ms. Casey, I especially like the absence of vents through a window. I’m not sure who thought that 
was a good idea. Mr. Overman, yeah I’m not sure why it happened in the first place, but it did. 
Ms. Casey, what is it venting? Mr. Overman, there are two HVAC units behind that window.  

o Chairman Craigie asked the Commission if they had any other questions. There were none.  

o Chairman Craigie opened the public hearing. 

o Staff swore in Don Stroud. 

o Mr. Stroud of 127 E 2nd St, I am in this building quite a bit. I can tell you this building was originally 
constructed with wooden windows. Over the years, there has been a hodgepodge of different 
types of windows in it and many are in dire need of repair. I would ask that if you are considering 
anything other than wooden windows, which I would contend would be the only appropriate 
solution, you actually lay eyes on the window before you approve it. There are many instances 
where these vinyl-clad and vinyl windows have these dreadful fake mullions and all they are is a 
plastic stripe. That would not be appropriate, especially next to a major contributing structure 
such as the library and the Mayo law office across the street. I would ask if you want to give the 
County some direction as to what they can bid for, be specific about what you want, particularly 
about the mullions.  
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o Ms. Burdi, I think they did state that there would be raised mullions in the windows. Mr. Overman, 
we didn’t have a specific window on the cut sheet, but there is a generic example. I made sure to 
point out that it would be the raised profile divided lites, not the ones in between the glass.  

o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table for the Commission to discuss.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I don’t think we’ve had a request for windows without an actual 
example of the window that is going to be used that we have approved or denied. I don’t know 
that I can make a decision on that.   

o Staff swore in Christina Smith, Public Works Director for Beaufort County. 

o Ms. Smith, Staff was presented with a cut sheet. We have replaced three windows in that building 
within the past four years with approval from the Historic Commission. We sent in a cut sheet 
from that particular window. Because we have not bid it out, we do not know the specific brand.  
The cut sheet shows the profile of the mullions. It also gives the specific dimensions of the depth 
of it. When we put information out to bid, it is very specific as far as the type of window and what 
it would be. We would include that specification sheet in the RFP so that they would have to bid 
that sheet or equal.  Because of government regulations, that is what we have to do. More than 
likely, because the same process was followed previously, it will be the specific brand of the other 
three windows. It would be my preference to get the exact same profile that we have. The only 
reason we would not is if there is a really large price difference. I would not accept anything that 
is a drastic change from the most recently installed windows. One of the reasons for doing this 
project is to provide consistency. I would not accept anything that is not consistent with the last 
three that were installed. Actually, I think it is five or six windows. It would be like those windows.   

o Chairman Craigie, it is up to us as a Commission to decide whether it is congruous or not. If we do 
we can state the reason why. I know in the past we have approved things that were not congruous 
and stated the reason why we approved it. If it is congruous based on the Standards as they are 
written we cannot deny it. If it is not congruous then it comes before us to determine if it can be 
allowed within this renovation project. We have approved materials that have been used in new 
construction, such as Hardiplank. It is incongruous with our Standards but is allowed on the basis 
that it is new construction. Vinyl-clad windows are an approved material for new construction.     

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, this isn’t new construction. Chairman Craigie, but it is up to us to 
determine if it will be allowed.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I think before we said we would do vinyl-clad on the upper 
elevation.  That is congruous with the current Standards. The lower elevation was the bigger 
concern for the wooden windows. Ms. Burdi, this time last year the Commission met and 
discussed the same issue. We went to them and said if they would work with us and consider 
vinyl-clad we would approve it. They have taken our advice and gone back and are working with 
us. I think we’ve already approved it, basically.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, we haven’t seen the windows. She said she’s going to try to replace 
it with the same thing. Ms. Burdi, we had the same information last year. Based on this 
information, we agreed that vinyl-clad windows would be approved for this building. I think it 
would be questionable for us to go back on that now if they spent the time to rework the 
application.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, when we saw it last year they were all vinyl. They weren’t vinyl-
clad so we never saw an example of the window.  Chairman Craigie, what she is saying is that 
when they made their request it was for vinyl and it was denied. It was stated that if they wanted 
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to switch it to vinyl-clad it would be approved. That was in May of 2021. Ms. Burdi, they knew 
they had two options.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, they don’t know what materials are available and what contract 
they are going to be able to bid on. We still haven’t seen what the finished product will look like. 
Chairman Craigie, right, but her RFP is going to be just like what they have. Vice-Chairwoman 
Boutchyard, she said unless or whatever. Chairman Craigie, I think if the RFP goes out they have 
to meet it.  

o Ms. Casey, we can frame our motion that the RFP contain that spec sheet and, perhaps, request 
once the RFP is finalized that they present it again finalizing it with us. Ms. Burdi, I think we can 
go ahead and approve this being that under oath they have promised us this. In good faith, we 
expect them to provide what they have specified. We do that with everyone. We don’t go back 
and check what they have done. They’ve submitted their plan. They’ve shown us the spec sheet. 
They’ve promised us mullions. We’ve told them that vinyl-clad would be approved.  

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion. (A)  

 Kathy Burdi made a motion that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness to Beaufort County to make the above changes on the property located at 
111 W 2nd Street. The motion is based on the following Findings of Facts: the application is 
congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Standards, specifically, 3.4 
Windows and Doors, 3.8 Upper Facades and we do this because we have approved this in the 
past and we have worked with them in the past to meet this specification. Beth Casey 
seconded the motion.  All present members voted, 4 in favor and 1 opposed. The motion 
passed. Record of the vote is below. 

 
 Record of the vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

 X Scarlett Boutchyard   

X  Kathy Burdi Made the Motion 

--- --- Elizabeth Stallings  

X  Marian Booth   

X  Beth Casey 2nd the Motion 

--- --- Betty Mooring  

 

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion. (B)  

 Vice-Chairwoman Scarlett Boutchyard made a motion that the Historic Preservation 
Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Beaufort County to make the above 
changes on the property located at 111 W 2nd Street. The motion is based on the following 
Findings of Facts: the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission 
Design Standards, specifically, 3.4 Windows and Doors, 3.8 Upper Facades. Marian Booth 
seconded the motion.  All present members voted, 5 in favor and 0 opposed. The motion 
passed. Record of the vote is below. 

 
 Record of the vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 
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X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard  Made the Motion 

X  Kathy Burdi  

--- --- Elizabeth Stallings  

X  Marian Booth  2nd the Motion 

X  Beth Casey  

--- --- Betty Mooring  

 

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion. (C)  

 Beth Casey made a motion that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of 
Appropriateness to Beaufort County to make the above changes on the property located at 
111 W 2nd Street. The motion is based on the following Findings of Facts: the application is 
congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Standards, specifically, 4.5 - 
Awnings. Vice-Chairwoman Scarlett Boutchyard seconded the motion.  All present members 
voted, 5 in favor and 0 opposed. The motion passed. Record of the vote is below. 

 
 Record of the vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard  Made the Motion 

X  Kathy Burdi  

--- --- Elizabeth Stallings  

X  Marian Booth  2nd the Motion 

X  Beth Casey  

--- --- Betty Mooring  

 

2. A request has been made by Martha Matthews, owner of 140 E Main Street, for a Certificate 
of Appropriateness to replace the existing metal roof with Owens Corning Shingles. 

o  Ms. Finch, I am here representing Martha Matthews. She is my mother. My husband and I 
currently reside at 140 E Main St. We request that you take into consideration that we are asking 
to replace the existing roof with the Owens Corning Shingles. They have owned that house since 
1995 and have diligently worked to upkeep it. It is at the point where it is getting to be too much 
on the existing metal to maintain. The cost of the materials to maintain the metal and replace are 
out of our reach. We request to be considered to replace with the Owens Corning Shingles.  

o Chairman Craigie, the color will be slate stone gray? Ms. Finch, slate stone gray is the color of 
choice. The garage on the back also has the regular shingles as well. That would match with what 
is already existing.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, the materials you’re using to replace are like what is on another 
part of the house? Ms. Finch, it’s on the garage. It’s a detached garage that is already there. There 
are other houses that already have the shingles that we are seeking. There is one on the corner 
and one across the street that already has the normal style shingle.  Vice-Chairwoman, yes and 
the shingles on the garage are still on the property, even if it’s not attached.  

o Ms. Finch, I don’t know the exact color. We didn’t want to go dark. The slate stone gray will match 
better than the current existing metal.  
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o Chairman Craigie opened the public hearing and asked if anyone would like to speak for or against 
this request. There were none. 

o Chairman Craigie brought it back to the table for the Commission to discuss.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, they’re supposed to use materials that are found on the property 
and they are. They are approved materials in the district.  

o Chairman Craigie asked for a motion. 

 Vice-Chairwoman Scarlett Boutchyard made a motion that the Historic Preservation 
Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Martha Matthews to make the above 
changes on the property located at 140 E Main Street. The motion is based on the following 
Findings of Facts: the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission 
Design Standards, specifically, 3.5 – Roof. Marian Booth seconded the motion.  All present 
members voted, 5 in favor and 0 opposed. The motion passed. Record of the vote is below. 

 
 Record of the vote:  

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard  Made the Motion 

X  Kathy Burdi  

--- --- Elizabeth Stallings  

X  Marian Booth  2nd the Motion 

X  Beth Casey  

--- --- Betty Mooring  

 

B. Minor Works 
o No Commission action is required.  

o Chairman Craigie asked if there were any questions or comments. There were none.  

VII. Other Business 

1. 238 E 2nd Street Update 

o Staff, Mr. Ferguson began working on the structure on March 14th of this year. I went out there 
and spoke with him. I saw that he had rebuilt one of the posts for the porch, but it had not been 
installed at that time. It was sitting in the foyer area. He was also working on the doors to the 
crawl space that goes on the side. That had also not been installed. I don’t believe they are 
installed as of today. They are lying next to the opening. That’s as much as I have for you today. 

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, he didn’t give any updates on start dates? Staff, no, I did advise 
him again that he has the option to get a contractor or a residential architect.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, he’ll be checking in again on or about the 15th? Staff, yes.  

o Chairman Craigie, do you know the date of the current permit for the porch? Does it expire? Staff, 
the way the permit works is that once he is done he will ask for an inspection. I believe he got this 
one in June or July of last year. Building permits typically run a year.  

o Chairman Craigie, and he has pulled no other permits? Staff, not to my knowledge.  
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o Ms. Burdi, does the City go by and look at the house, or do we rely on him to give us a report? 
Staff, staff occasionally passes by the house. We also get notifications from other people when he 
is out there or that nothing has changed. Ms. Burdi, I know the column is no longer on the porch 
at all and there is new damage to the porch ceiling. I just wondered if anybody went out to see 
the continued deterioration.  

2. Discussion Item – Proposed amendments to the Design Standards 

o Chairman Craigie, let me start out by giving some history and explain where we are in this 

process. Facts were presented to City Council on August 9, 2021 outlining how it was time to 

update our Standards for the use of Modern Materials. These facts were gathered from the 

State Historic Preservation Office, which outline how our Standards should not dictate but 

recommend. Our Standards do not reflect that. The State Historic Preservation Office also states 

that the main objective of a Historic District is to preserve the character of the district. Also, in 

our Standards, Section 1.4 states the preservation field is constantly changing with the 

development of new materials and technology; therefore, the HPC must keep itself up to date 

on developing trends.  After the presentation, the City Council approved moving forward with 

this update and evaluating our Standards. What we the Commission, and you the public, tonight 

are being presented with is a first draft of an update to our Standards. From that, it looks like it 

is just an update to our Standards. Our Standards are written giving good insight on renovation 

and preservation. The goal is to update these Standards incorporating the use of modern 

materials. I want to stress one thing, it does not solely have to do with vinyl. That’s what I keep 

hearing. Everybody thinks it’s all about vinyl and it’s not. It’s a changing world. There are a lot of 

different things coming about with all sorts of modern materials. The commission member’s 

next task, as well as the public, is to evaluate this first draft and give feedback or input at dome 

future date. Nothing has been decided. Nothing is set in stone. This is just a discussion item. 

Once we do get something put together that will then be sent to the State Historic Preservation 

Office and they will give their input and then it will come back to our table again.  Then, from 

there it goes to City Council. That’s the process we’re in.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, have the current proposed changes been sent to the State? 
Chairman Craigie, no, ninety percent of its updates are grammatical. Less than ten percent has to 
do with updates that are modern materials. I shouldn’t even say that. Most of the ten percent has 
to do with the word prohibit, taking the word prohibit out and making it more of a recommended 
state.  That’s what we are trying to do. We are trying to help the homeowners and guide them in 
the right direction. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, not using the word prohibit came from the 
State, right? Chairman Craigie, yes. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, did they suggest recommend 
or did they have another word suggestion? Ms. Burdi, it says that we should use recommend, 
encourage, and discourage rather than require or prohibit. Chairman Craigie, that’s all that has 
been done in this first draft. This is an update and ninety percent of it is grammatical. What’s been 
done is basically updated statements with those types of terminology. This is bringing it forward 
and replacing words that we currently use in our Standards as engineered or synthetic materials. 
This doesn’t pinpoint one thing. There are many items that could be included in this like fiberglass 
and Trex. It’s unknown. Who knows what the next best product is that could come out. It leaves 
the availability for the unknown and gives an update to our Standards to follow those rules. There 
are more updates that will need to come as we have more discussion points in the future and 
start getting public involvement and input from other people.  
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o Ms. Burdi, it is my understanding that the State is also considering the same changes. Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, has Staff heard that? Staff, no, I have not heard that. Ms. Burdi, it’s a 
conversation my brother-in-law had. He is discussing with the State materials to use in his 
renovation.  

o Chairman Craigie opened up the floor for the public to speak. 

o Mr. Bobby Roberson of 235 E Main St, this is the fourth time the guidelines have been updated. 
On pages 1-24 there are over 300 changes. Chairman Craigie, most of those are grammatical. Mr. 
Roberson, it would be a lot easier if you had the existing guidelines and the changes on the same 
page. Chairman Craigie, you’ll have to request that from the City staff. Mr. Roberson, if the general 
public is going to review it, they will need to know what the changes are. Chairman Craigie, we 
will get the City staff to look into that. Mr. Roberson, my final suggestion is for everybody in the 
district to get a letter from the City. On two different occasions, everybody in the district got a list 
of proposed changes sent directly to their house. The general public really doesn’t know about 
what we are doing here. Chairman Craigie, we want to get it out there. This is just the first draft. 
This is the first time the Commission has seen it. Mr. Roberson, I’m all for it. I look forward to 
working with you.  

o Ms. Burdi, didn’t we talk about three public meetings when we first started discussing this? 
Chairman Craigie, we originally had a town meeting in August of 2019. That’s really what started 
this whole thing. At that time, City staff and the mayor said we would look into it and get back to 
them and get feedback and go through the whole process. Just like Mr. Roberson was saying.  
That is going to take place.  

o Don Stroud of 127 E 2nd St, I am the president of the Washington area Historic Preservation 
Society. Since the inception of the Historic Guidelines, we have had a common theme, even with 
the four revisions that the guidelines have undergone. That theme is preservation, preservation, 
preservation. Replacing like for like. Chairman Craigie, I didn’t ask this of Mr. Roberson, but do 
you happen to have when those updates took place? Mr. Stroud, I do not, but I do know that I 
was Chairman for many years. We updated it when I was Chairman and when Casey Stone was 
here there was another update. Chairman Craigie, we found out that did not happen. Mr. Stroud, 
it happened. It may not be in the City records, but it happened just as sure as I’m sitting here. 
Because of that consistent application, we have preserved more than we have lost. It has served 
us all very well. If you live here long enough you will see that about every seven years there seems 
to be a movement to review the Guidelines. This is nothing more than easy speak to weaken the 
Guidelines. So here about seven years later we’re met with the things that you mentioned about 
modern engineering or modern manufacturing. This is nothing more than an attempt to weaken 
the Guidelines. These are the same Guidelines that we as homeowners have invested in to 
preserve our homes. I will remind you that at one time aluminum siding was a trend and a modern 
material. Asbestos shingles were a trend and a modern material. Plexiglas was a trend and a 
modern material. I will argue to you that nothing is greener than wood. My humble suggestion is 
to not upset the apple cart. Look at what these every seven-year meetings have produced. What 
they have produced is consistent. The vast majority of the public wants to keep the Guidelines we 
have, but what they are asking for is that they be enforced. You cannot enforce a 
recommendation. And that the Guidelines be applied consistently. Chairman Craigie, they have 
not been applied consistently. Mr. Stroud, no they have not, but that’s not the fault of the 
Guidelines. 

o Ms. Burdi, even as current as last year, if you go downtown have you noticed that the City used 
Trex-type wood material on their decking? All the park benches are now Trex. Consistency is the 
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problem and I think that is across the board. Mr. Stroud, that’s an enforcement problem and a 
stop-work order should have been issued by the Commission to the City for that. That’s my point 
exactly. The rules are not being enforced.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I have a question. I’m looking at one specific change listed on page 
8 that addresses some of these engineered or synthetic materials. It was deleted. While this 
practice may require less maintenance, it’s an inappropriate treatment for historic buildings for a 
number of reasons. It kind of outlines that the wooden structures need to breathe, and be 
protected from moisture, and what precautions are taken in order to preserve that in an 
educational way for a historic homeowner. Even if we were to include engineering and synthetic 
siding must be approved by the HPC, why would we take that out? Chairman Craigie, if you read 
just above that, what is inserted, it does talk about how it needs to breathe. I think if you read 
this more closely it is pinpointing one thing as being the cause of infestation of bugs or water or 
whatever, but you have that even with wood. My house had damage underneath the wood siding. 
I don’t care if it’s vinyl, aluminum, or whatever you have on the outside of your house, even if it’s 
wood, you’re still going to get some sort of rot. So instead of pinpointing it on one specific item, 
let’s make sure people know that the house has to breathe for all materials.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I know the State recommended not using prohibit, but use 
recommend. As a quasi-judicial committee, does that make it more difficult to make a decision? 
It’s subjective rather than objective. Staff, it will be up to whoever is on the Commission to make 
that decision.  

o Chairman Craigie, the point of the Standards is to help homeowners through the process of 
renovating their home. It doesn’t mean that they have to use synthetic materials. They can use 
whatever they want as long as it is approved and kept within the character. Vice-Chairwoman 
Boutchyard, yes we want to help the homeowners maintain their properties, but the purpose of 
this is to preserve the Historic Character of the City of Washington. Chairman Craigie, yes the main 
purpose is preserving the character. The State Historic Preservation Office says that.  

o Casey Stone of 238 E Main St, I have made a career of restoring historic homes. I’ve also sat where 
you are sitting now. A revision definitely happened while I was chair. I cannot forget the hours 
and hours spent here and in the room behind you. We took about a year and revised the 
Guidelines. I don’t know if those are the Guidelines you are using. They were approved by the City 
Council. Chairman Craigie, if I understand correctly, I think the big thing was Hardiplank in your 
revision. Ms. Stone, yes but that wasn’t the only thing. We spent a year revising. Chairman Craigie, 
yes but that is the only specific thing and that is not in our current Standards. Ms. Stone, either 
they have been changed again or you are not using the most current Standards. Chairman Craigie, 
do you know when those were imposed? Ms. Stone, it would have been around 2012. Chairman 
Craigie, we don’t have those. I don’t think they were ever implemented. Ms. Stone, they were 
definitely implemented. I presided over those Guidelines. Maybe they were lost or somebody 
printed the wrong document along the way. At that time, quite frankly, you couldn’t give homes 
away in the Historic District. There were homes that we were trying to get someone to take. If we 
give you this house will you fix it. Part of why we reviewed those Guidelines was to see what could 
we do to encourage people to save our homes. That is when we decided that Hardiplank was a 
reasonable product. You have to walk up and touch Hardiplank to see if it is wood or Hardiplank. 
It does not do damage to a property the way that some other materials do. We felt then, very 
strongly, that vinyl was not appropriate. If it wasn’t appropriate then, I still don’t think it is 
appropriate now. I have seen the Guidelines and the suggested changes. When you spoke earlier 
about Hardiplank not being allowed in your Guidelines, you must not be using the most current 
Guidelines.   
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o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I thought there was something that said it could be replaced on 
three sides, but not the front-facing side without the permission of the HPC. Chairman Craigie, 
the only place it is listed in our current Standards is in a list in the back of the book for new 
construction as a material.  

o Ms. Booth, it says aluminum and vinyl siding are prohibited on new construction. That’s new 
construction.  

o Ms. Burdi, in all your research, which you’ve done a remarkable job going back through minutes 
and everything, have you found a house that requested aluminum or vinyl siding that came before 
us and has been approved? We know there are houses with vinyl siding on them, and plenty with 
aluminum siding on them. I have not heard of anybody currently requesting to put vinyl or 
aluminum siding on a house. That hasn’t been a problem. It isn’t an issue. It’s not what people 
are requesting. I think we are wasting a lot of energy on something that is not even happening. 
Chairman Craigie, I stated at the beginning that this isn’t about vinyl, but it seems like everyone 
is making it about vinyl. We appreciate and are taking the input.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, Staff, you won’t have it now, but if you could research and refer 
me to the HPC meeting that approved the streetscape. That was before I was on the Commission. 
I would like to know if the Trex was part of the approval process. It may have been something 
that the Commission approved. Ms. Burdi, I asked the City about it and I was told they replaced 
those benches every year. It was the smartest, most cost-effective way to make a space 
downtown accessible to the public. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I know the benches were 
approved by the HPC, but there is that walkway. Ms. Burdi, I understand why they did it.  

o Sarah Ninan of 621 W Main St, I’m a little confused at this point as to whether or not you are 
considering moving towards saying that this group would recommend as opposed to require. 
Chairman Craigie, that is one of the changes that is being proposed. Ms. Ninan, I have a lot of 
concerns about that. Recommendations are for people that are highly invested and also have 
resources and a lot of time. Requirements ensure that we keep the integrity of the historic district. 
Chairman Craigie, that is what we want. Ms. Ninan, that is the whole premise. Requirements are 
the premise of why this group exists as I understand it and have experienced it personally.   

o Scott Campbell of 213 N Market St, I did hand out a bunch of facts that are from my experience 
as a real estate agent primarily working in the historic district. We have had an incredibly strong 
few years. The district has been very healthy. Sales are terrific. Renovation, personal and 
professional, is off the charts. Putting that together my thought process was why are you going 
to mess with success? We’ve got where we have tried to be since I’ve been here. We’ve got here 
with the Standards that we have. Part of that is that the use of vinyl is prohibited has worked. I’m 
unclear why that needs to be revisited. Chairman Craigie, it’s not about vinyl. Mr. Campbell, as I 
read the draft proposal with the strikeouts, you struck out anything that says vinyl is prohibited. 
Chairman Craigie, in the proposal it has been changed to not recommended. Mr. Campbell, right 
so you are striking out the word prohibited. Chairman Craigie, right based on the State’s 
Standards. Mr. Campbell, I did speak with John Wood and according to the Secretary of the 
Interior, it is very clear that the use of vinyl is not allowed. It is prohibited in a historic district. 
Chairman Craigie, yes, if you are following the State Interior for tax credits, but not everybody is 
going for a tax credit. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, but we still have to preserve the district. 
Chairman Craigie, we are preserving the district. It is better than letting the homes fall down. I 
think what we are trying to do is help homeowners, but this isn’t the discussion for that. We will 
get into it further when we have more of a consensus. Mr. Campbell, I will go back to my fact 
sheet that, in my opinion, proves we don’t need to mess with success. We’ve done a lot of hard 
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work over many years by many people to get where we finally wanted to be and we’re there now. 
Let’s not change it.  

o Ms. Burdi, there are a lot of inconsistencies. We knew of six other vinyl fences when we made a 
gentleman remove his. We didn’t do anything for the six other vinyl fences. That is the problem. 
We have vinyl-clad houses. We have aluminum-clad houses.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, we are not an enforcement body. We can’t force the City to do 
something. We can just say they are in violation.  

o Ms. Burdi, in our last three months we have dealt with a house that is in dire distress. We learned 
in those three meetings that we have very little legal recourse to make someone fix a house. Vice-
Chairwoman Boutchyard, I think Mike Dail spelled out quite specifically last month what legal 
recourse and action we have. We just have to go through the entire process every step of the 
way.  

o Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I have a question. Is there anyone here in the public that is voting 
for these proposed changes? (Two hands were raised.) 

o Chairman Craigie, this is just the preliminary. Nothing has been mailed out. Nobody knows about 
this except for the people that have spread the word. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, everybody 
knows that this is a public meeting held every month if they wanted to be involved. Chairman 
Craigie, I’m talking about this particular agenda item. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, it is made 
available to the public. Chairman Craigie, it is made available to the public, but how many people 
go out there and read our agenda packet? Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, if they are so heavily for 
us making changes then you think they would be involved in it. Chairman Craigie, they probably 
didn’t even know this was on the agenda. They don’t want to come and listen to somebody about 
a picket fence. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, everybody here knew because they want to be 
involved. They want to be a part of it and be invested. Chairman Craigie, that’s fine but we’re still 
going to go to the public in the next phase. We’re not even done with the first phase.  

o Ms. Burdi, we are not ready to go to the public. The investigative period is starting now. We’re 
just on the tip of this whole process. We need to find out what grammatical errors there are. We 
need to find out what is legal. We will need public input. We have a long way to go. We’re not in 
any specifics yet.  

o Chairman Craigie, this is under the recommendation of City Council. We are on phase one of the 
process under instruction from City Council.   

o Ms. Stone, nobody likes grammatical errors. That is for sure. Maybe we have two different copies. 
Maybe that muddies the water where the real changes are. Maybe when it is presented 
grammatical errors are a different color. Chairman Craigie, ninety some percent was grammar 
and punctuation.  

o Mr. Stroud, I think what we are dealing with here is an effort by someone to weaken the 
Guidelines. What they’ve done is gone back to when the Guidelines were written in hieroglyphics 
and not given you the updated Guidelines which would show that they are much more in tune 
with the use of modern materials and things like that. That at least was done when Ms. Stone was 
chair. I think ya’ll have been given the wrong materials. You need to start with the updated 
Guidelines and track the changes and send it to every single person in the historic district.  

o Chairman Craigie, I’ve been on the Commission for three years and they were this way when I 
came on and they were that way before. The people that were on when I came on had been on 
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for three years prior to that.  That’s at least six years of the same book. That’s what we’ve been 
using. Vice-Chairwoman Boutchyard, I know I’ve read Hardiplank. It may be the copy that is on 
file at the library. Chairman Craigie, we did ask City staff when we started this about the last 
update, but go ahead and get us a copy. We’ll work with it.  

VIII. Adjourn 

1. There being no other business, Chairman Craigie asked for a motion to adjourn the meeting.   

 Kathy Burdi made a motion to adjourn. Marian Booth seconded the motion.  All present 
members voted, 5 in favor and 0 opposed.  The meeting was adjourned.  The record of the 
vote is below. 

 Record of the vote: 

 

 

YES NO COMMISSION MEMBER MOTION 

X  Scot Craigie  

X  Scarlett Boutchyard   

X  Kathy Burdi Made the Motion 

--- --- Elizabeth Stallings  

X  Marian Booth  2nd the Motion 

X  Beth Casey  

--- --- Betty Mooring  


